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WE unpERsTAND that the draft of a second portion of 
' the new Rules of Procedure has been placed in the hands 

of the judges. The committee of judges,.of which Sir 
George Jessel is chairman, held meetings on Saturday, 
and again on Tuesday last, for the purpose of revising the 
draft of the first portion submitted to them. The two 
batches of rules already in their hands cover so much of 
the rules of procedure in the schedule to the Judicature 
Act as comes under the headings “Form of Action,” 
“Writ of Summons,” “ Parties,” and “ Pleadings.” 





Tue new Cuancery Funps Rvuuzs, to which we alluded 
some time since, are not yet finally settled, but we 
understand that the authorities are doing all in their 
power to forward their preparation. The number of in- 
terests concerned, however, renders speedy progress very 
difficult. Suggestions must be invited, not only from 
the Bank of England and the Paymaster-General, but 
also from the registrars, chief clerks, and taxing masters, 
and each set of suggestions has in turn to be submitted 
to the Treasury, and ultimately to the Lord Chancellor 
for his approval, Besides the provisions relating solely 
to the Chancery Funds, we anticipate that the rules, 
when issued, will be found to contain sundry regulations 
as to the printing of Orders of the Court, which, as 
bringing about a new course of practice, will be of special 
interest to solicitors. 





IN THE DEARTH of very pressing matter of legis- 
lation this session the Juries Bill, which has been so 
often shelved, may have a good chance of passing, not. 
withstanding that it appears this year as a private 
member’s Bill. It is very much the same as that 
introduced by Sir John Coleridge when Attorney-General, 
though one or two clauses have been left out, the 
omission of which, if it means anything, very seriously 
detracts from the value of the measure. The great object 

to be attained of course is the equal distribution, amongst 
those liable to it, of the burden of service as jurymen. 
It is agreed on all hands, and indeed figures prove incon- 
testably, that if this result can be attained, the burden 
now felt by many to be a grievous one will be so 
lightened as to be, if not exactly inappreciable, at all 
_ events, no more than may quite reasonably be required 
in the way of public service to the State from its citizens. 
The Bill of last year provided that all jurors should be 
_ summoned in rotation, no one being liable to serve. again 
» until all on the list had been called on. It was also 
_ provided that the officers responsible for making out the 
jurors list should at every interval of three months 


probably due to a remonstrance on the 
officers concerned. It will be xe- 
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has in previous years, and if we recollect rightly 
last year also, written to the newspapers represent- 
ing that the Jury Bills introduced required him to 
do impossibilities. Now without pretending to say that 
there might not have been something in the former Bills 
which could not be carried out literally and exactly, we 
believe there would have been no difficulty in substan- 
tially carrying out their provisions. The difficulty of 
summoning jurors in rotation is merely a matter of . 
book-keeping, and it is absurd to say that it is insur- 
mountable. An experienced election agent, accustomed 
to classify names in registers and canvass books, would 
readily invent a system under which jurymen might be 


; summoned, not perhaps absolutely in rotation, that is to 


say, in correct consecutive order as individuals, but by 
rotation in batches, so that no person once summoned 
would be in any danger of being summoned again until 
all other jurors.on the book had served their turns ex- 
cept those in the same batch with himself, and who had 
served at or about the same time as himself. We much 
regret that these provisions of the Bill of last year have 
been omitted. Experience teaches us that itis unsafe to 
rely upon the zeal or the voluntary cordial co-operation 
of the officials to be entrusted with the carrying out of 
the Act. The grievances now so much complained of are 
caused more by the manner in which the present system 
is worked than by the system itself. 

It is a little odd, too, that this year’s Bill contains the 
same clauses inflicting penalties on the sheriff as were 
inserted in the measure of last year, so that the sheriff is 
declared liable to a penalty in case of his summoning 
any juror otherwise than in his proper turn of service, 
and in case of his omitting to summon any juror in his 
proper turn “in the order prescribed by this Act,’ not- 
withstanding that in the Bill as it now stands no order 
is prescribed. The Bill of last year contained many 
verbal mistakes and inaccuracies, on which we commented 
(17 S. J. 323), most of which have been remedied this 
year. One matter on which we then remarked has not 
yet, however, been set right, and that is the doubt which 
is unnecessarily introduced into the Bill by the 51st clause 
(as now numbered) on the question whether the general 
provisions of the Act relate to county court juries. We 
last year pointed out that, if they do apply, juries in 
county courts are practically abolished by it, as it will 
not be possible to summon them in time to oblige them 
to come. 

The Bill, if passed, and if when passed it is not 
allowed, as Lord Enfield’s Act of 1870 was allowed, to 
drop into a dead letter, will be valuable, but we have 
some fear that under it very similar grievances to those 
of the present system will rapidly grow up. Of course 
the provisions altering the numbers of juries and the 
qualifications of jurors will give some relief. On these 
we have previously commented, and need not repeat our 
remarks. 





For THE LAST sIx weEKs the Home Office has been 
besieged by numerous deputations each complaining of 
a special grievance against the Licensing Acts. The 
teetotallers would have it that people should be able to 
get no liquor at all, the Church Temperance Association 
that they should be able to get little liquor, and that 
with difficulty, and the publicans that they should be 
able to get it as easily as might be, so long as they did 
not get it from the grocers. The grocers came forward 
with a little bill of their own neatly divided into sections. 
Lastly the holders of wine and beerhouse licenses alleged 
an undue severity in the valuation clauses which had 
been framed for their special benefit. Mr. Cross smiled 
upon them all with an equal smile, promised to do 
“what was right to all parties,” and has now endeavoured 
to redeem his promise. “We are glad to see that he has 
emphasised the principle that it was the public, not the 
publicans, who were to be considered, and has also re+ 
cognised the necessity of a Consolidation Bill at some 
future-date. But we much lament the proposed repeal 

27 








484 


Oe 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 2, 1874. 











of the adulteration clauses, which, by the way, were as 
well drawn as any in the recent Act. We see by the 
bill that a pretty fair settlement is attained of the 
“bond fide traveller” difficulty as stated in Roberts v. 
Humphreys (21 W. R. 885, L. R. 8 Q. B. 483), and that 
the difficulty of a third hearing of applications for 
licences under the Wine and Beerhouse Act, which 
would seem to follow from the decision in 2. v. 
Smith (21 W. R. 382, L. R. 8 Q. B. 146), will 
exist no longer. We gladly welcome the aboli- 
tion of the minimum penalty of one pound under section 
67 of the Act of 1872, but as the abolition is to be only 
qualified, we think that the qualification would have 
been more just if it had applied to the kind, and not the 
number of offences. Qace to permit drunkenness is 
very much worse than twice to sell after closing hours, 
and yet the minimum penalty is to be abolished in the 
one case, and to be preserved ia the other. Of the extra 
half-hour we cannot speak with much commendation. 
It sounds just a little childish, but it may afford 
a good distinctive name. ‘The bill, if it should pass, 
may come to be called “ The Half-hour Act.” On the 
whole we should like the Bill much better if it did not 
do so much. It will tend but little to simplify the 
law, and it is doubtful whether it would not have been 
wiser to put off all but the really necessary alterations 
until the introduction of the promised Consohidation Bill. 
But the twenty-eight clauses of the new Bill may be con- 
siderably reduced in number before we have a “ Licensing 
Act, 1874.” 





WITH THE ELABORATE supGMeNT delivered by Mr. 
Justice Blackburn on Wednesday, it may be hoped that 
the Tichborne incubus has finally disappeared from our 
courts. It is certainly not one of the least remarkable 
features of the most exceptional of modern trials that it 
should end with the overruling by three judges of an 
opinion on the construction of a statute concurred in by 
all the common law bench, ata time when that bench in- 
cluded men whose reputation will live as long as the 
English law endures. The objection that the sentence 
passed on the Claimant, being delivered not in term, 
but on one of those days which, by virtue of the statute 
11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, c. 70,8. 7, are “for the pur- 
poses of the trial to be deemed and taken as part of the 
preceding term,” was a nullity, turned of course upon 
the question whether “trial” in this statute did or did 
not include “ sentence.” In O’ Connell’s case (11 Cl. & F., 
at p. 250), Tindal, C.J., in delivering the opinion of him- 
self and the other judges, in answer to a question of the 
Lords as to whether there was any sufficient ground to 
reverse the judgment of the court below by reason of 
any defect in the entry of continuances, said, “ A trial 
at bar had taken place in vacation under statute 1 & 2 
Will. 4, c. 31,s.3 (Ireland). But that statute enacte 
that the time appointed for the trial at bar, if in vaca- 
tion, shall for the purposes of such trial be deemed and 
taken to be a part of the preceding term. It was to be 
a day in term for the trial, nota day in term for the 
giving of judgment or any other purpose.” An opinion 
more confident,or more precisely in point can hardly be 
imagined. But it was an opinion only, and in no way a 
decision. It was an opinion, moreover, not supported by 
reasons, and not founded upon argument; given for the 
assistance of the Lords, but not endorsed by them. 
And so to the anomalies before alluded to, there may be 
added, for the benefit of the uninitiated, these—that the 
three judges in directly overruling the twelve in no way 
departed trom that respect for precedent which lies at 
the basis of our system of case law, and that on every 
ground of common sense or convenience the twelve were 
wrong and the three are right. 





Ir 1s warvnat that one of the first cares of the new 
Parliament should be to legislate on the subject of re- 
turning officers’ charges. The suddenness of the receut 
dissolution allowed these officials very insufficient time 








to make the necessary arrangements for polling stations, 
or to engage clerks and counters. Haste and pressure 
always mean expense. When a returning officer has 
within the short space of three days to arrange for 
seventy polling-places, with three hundred secret com- 
partments, and to appoint seventy presiding officers, with 
seventy clerks—as was the case in one instance mentioned 
by Sir C. Dilke—he cannot stay to haggle with appli- 
cants for these posts, or with tradesmen who are to do 
the necessary work. The arrangements must be com- 
pleted, and can only be completed in so short a time as 
was given at the late election by paying people pretty 
much what they ask. ‘And so it came to pass that the 
returning officers’ expenses were uncomfortably heavy, 
while the fees for the personal services of these 
officers varied very greatly in amount. It is desirable, 
both in the interests of candidates and returning officers, 
that thesecharges should be defined; but whetherthescale 
specified in the measure introduced by Sir Henry James 
(of which we print an abstract in another column) will 
furnish an adequate remuneration for the responsibility 
and trouble returning officers have to incur may be 
doubted. On this point, however, it is satisfactory to 
know that they will have the opportunity of stating 
their views before the select committee to which the Bill 
has very wisely been referred. Of the utility of some 
clauses of the measure there can be no two opinions. 
Those relating to the nomination of a candidate without 
his consent, and requiring a deposit to be made are, of 
course, aimed at the evil alluded to by Mr. Gregory— 
that it is open to any ten men to put up a man of straw 
as a candidate, and thereby cause all the expense of a 
contest without incurring any liability on their own part. 








WHAT AMOUNTS TO DEFAMATION. 


In the recent case of Miller v. David (22 W. R. 332, 
L. R. 9 C. P. 118) an interesting point arose with re- 
ference to the law of defamation. We are not prepared 
to question the correctness of the decision ; but, assuming 
that it was right in point of law, it seems to lead to con- 
clusions to which the mind is driven very reluctantly, 
and it is impossible to help seeing that in individual 
cases very great hardship and injustice might be caused 
without remedy if a similar mode of deciding were 
applied to them. 

The point determined at first sight appears to be that 
a statement, in order to be actionable as defamatory, 
must contain that which would amount to an imputation 
in the mind of the public at large ; and it is not sufficient 
that it is falsely and maliciously made, and is calculated, 
under certain circumstances and with certain persons, to 
do the plaintiff the greatest damage, and has actually 
done him such damage. The declaration alleged that 
the defendant falsely and maliciously spoke of the 
plaintiff, a working stonemason, the following words :— 
“He was the ringleader of the nine hours’ system.’ 
“He has ruined the town by bringing about the nine 
hours’ system,” and “ He has stopped several good jobs 
from being carried out by being the ringleader of the 
system at L.,” whereby the plaintiff was prevented from 
obtaining employment in his trade at L. The declaration 
was held on demurrer to be bad. It is not very easy to 
gather from the judgment the precise limits of the appli- 
cation of the principle which it lays down, or indeed to 
see what the exact grounds were upon which it proceeded, 
and it would seem, from the terms in which it was de- 
livered, to be doubtful whether one member of the court 
at least was not to some extent doubtful of its correctness. 
The Lord Chief Justice, in delivering judgment, says:— 
“The words before us are not actionable in themselves. 
. . . Neither are the words connected with the trade 
or profession of the plaintiff either by averment or by 
implication, so that on neither ground can the declaration 
be supported. There is no averment hére that the con- 
sequence which followed was intended by the defendant 
as the result of his words, and therefore it is not necessary 
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| to consider the question which was suggested on the ar- 


ent, whether words, not in themselves actionable or 
defamatory, spoken under circumstances and to persons 
likely to create damage to the subject of the words are, 
where the damage follows, ground of action.” It seems 
to us, from the grounds of the judgment above cited, 
that the court took a somewhat narrow view of the con- 
struction of the declaration ; for it was alleged that the 
plaintiff was a working stonemason at L., and that the nine 
hours’ system was considered by the defendant and the 
plaintiff's employer, and divers employers of masons at L. 
as inexpedient and prejudicial to divers trades carried on 
in L. aforesaid, and injurious to the public welfare of L., 
and that persons known or suspected to be ringleaders 
or agitators of the movement in favour of the nine hours’ 
system were looked upon with disfavour and suspicion 
‘by such employers, who would not readily employ them, 
and such persons found their means of obtaining 
employment diminished, all which the defendant well 
knew. It might be thought that the connection of the 
words spoken with the plaintiff's trade was, upon these 
allegations, tolerably obvious in the sense that they were 
likely to be injurious to him in the way of his trade, and 
the necessary inference from the allegation that the de- 
fendant spoke them falsely and maliciously, would seem 
to be that he did intend that prejudicial consequences 
should follow to the plaintiff in the way of his trade. If 
the court meant that the declaration should have alleged 
that the imputation of being a leader of the nine hours’ 
movement involved the imputation of unfitness for the 
trade of stonemason, the same difficulty would arise with 
respect to the proof of such allegation, for it could only 
involve such unfitness in the minds of persons who were 
hostile to the nine hours’ movement. There is no 
inherent incompatibility between being a good and com- 
petent stonemason and holding opinions in favour of the 
nine hours’ movement. 

At first sight it seems difficult to deduce any conclu- 
sion from the facts, as alleged, and the judgment, other 
than that at first suggested. But it must nevertheless 
be observed that the court expressly avoided committing 
themselves to that conclusion; and it appears to be still 
open to contention that a statement calculated to pre- 


‘ judice a person under certain circumstances and with 





«certain persons, if made falsely and maliciously with the 
intention of causing damage and resulting in such 
damage, may be actionable, although not generally and 
necessarily defamatory. It is somewhat difficult to lay 
down a satisfactory legal principle on the subject. If a 
statement, which is by no means necessarily defamatory, 
and which might convey credit with some persons, 
though involving discredit with others, may be action- 
able, it is obvious that a very wide door is opened. An 
employer of labour might be a staunch Conservative, or 
@ violently orthodox Churchman ; it would be a strong 
thing to say that if some one told him that oue of his 
employés was a Radical or a Dissenter, and he pro- 
ceeded to dismiss him, such a statement would be action- 
able; even if the result were intended, it may be said 
‘that the intolerance of the employer was the proximate 
cause of the mischief; and though the employé had been 
the victim of great injury, the damage was too remote 
to come within,the cognizance of the law. On the 
other hand, it is very obvious that gross wrong and 
injustice may be wrought by persons wishing to gratify 
private spite if a statement, which is calculated to damage 
and even ruin the person of whom it is made, may be 
promulgated maliciously with the knowledge that it is 
false, and with the intention to cause damage. Sup- 
pose, for instance, that during the time of the troubles 
in Paris one man had falsely denounced another for 
being a Communist. It is obvious that his statement 
might involve peril to life, and yet among some persons 
the holding of Communist opinions might be the subject 
of credit. ‘Take, again, an instance nearer home—a 
lock-out now exists in the eastern counties against such 
agricultural labourers as are members of a union. Sup- 








pose a person intending to injure another, being an 
agricultural labourer, falsely and maliciously alleges 
that he is a member of a union. Is the law to give no 
remedy for this? The judgment in Miller v. David 
leaves questions such as these unanswered. Even if it 
can be looked upon as a satisfactory decision of the case 
actually before the court, it cannot be considered as 
laying down any satisfactory principles upon the 
question of what amounts to a defamatory statement. 

The fact is that the principles which govern the 
whole subject of defamation have never been very tho- 
roughly worked out. The law on this subject, like that 
on many others, has, so to speak, lived from hand to 
mouth, ancient rules and precedents being constantly 
stretched a little to cover new exigencies and circum- 
stances. A Cistinction at once occurs to the mind in 
connection with the suggestion that statements not 
necessarily or generally defamatory may, if uttered 
under certain circumstances and to certain people, be 
actionable, but, as far as we know, there is no trace of any 
warrant for such distinction to be found among the 
authorities. It seems tolerably obvious, as a matter of 
justice, that where a statement, not being in itself 
defamatory, is calculated to damage only by reason of 
special circumstances, a person should only be liable for 
publishing such statement when the special consequences 
likely to follow were known to him, or perhaps only when 
he really intended that such special consequences should 
follow—in other words, when the statement is made 
with express malice. It would be obviously monstrous 
that a person innocently making a statement which 
would generally be harmless should be responsible for 
the damage done by such statement by reason of the 
existence of special circumstances. Here at once is a 
divergence from the ordinary notion of libel or slander. 
For a libel or a slander is conceived by the law to be a 
statement from which malice may be implied. The 
allegation that the statement was made maliciously needs 
no proof if it be in itself defamatory, except in the case 
of privileged communications. 

The doctrine of implied malice seems to us to be an 
unnecessarily technical and roundabout way of expressing 
the rule that if a man makes of another a necessarily de- 
famatory statement which turns out to be untrue, he 
makes it at his peril, and is responsible if damages result 
to the person defamed. Saying that malice is implied is 
in that case only another way of saying that the law will 
not look into the motive at all. It seems to us if a code 
were being framed de novo, it would be very reasonable 
to provide concerning defamation that where a person 
makes a statement concerning another which is in itself 
defamatory and is untrue, he shall be responsible in the 
absence of privilege, but where the statement is only 
calculated to cause damage by reason of special circum- 
stances, it shall only be actionable if made with malice. 





SECURITIES UNDER THE LAND TRANSFER BILL- 
Il. 

We came to the conclusion last week that, as regards 
the mortgagee, there seems to be no reason to apprehend 
any objection on the score of diminished safety to the 
adoption of the system of securities provided by the 
Bill. Wherever he has hitherto accepted a legal mort- 
gage he will probably be willing to take a mortgage by 
transfer or by charge; wherever he has hitherto relied 
on a deposit of deeds he will readily agree to a mort- 
gage by deposit of the land certificate. But many im- 
portant questions remain as to the effect of the new 
system upon the position of the mortgagor. Is there 
anything in the provisions of the measure relating to 
this subject, tending towards increased expense, delay, 
or publicity, of a character to deter proprietors who think 
it possible that they may require to mortgage from 
bringing their land on to the register ? 

Now, on the point of expense, some of the observations 
we lately made will apply. For the reasons before 
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stated (ante, p. 449) it would seem that in the case of a 
mortgage by a person recently placed on the register as 
proprietor only, the cost of examination of title may pos- 
sibly be rather increased than lessened; in the case of 
a mortgage by a landowner who has been for some 
years on the register as proprietor only, or who has 
been registered as limited or absolute proprietor, the 
cost will be very considerably reduced. The cost of the 
mortgage deed or of the instrument of charge will pro- 
bably not be very much lessened, for although a short 
form of charge is provided in the schedule, its use is not 
to be made obligatory, and it contains no personal cove- 
nant for payment of the sum charged. No form of 
transfer by way of mortgage is given. The cost of the 
memorandum to be endorsed on the certificate cannot 
well be less than that of a memorandum of deposit. 
In a mortgage by charge, however, the cost of reconvey- 
ance which now attaches to a legal mortgage will be 
saved to the mortgagor, since the land is to be discharged 
from the charge by the mere entry on the register of a 
note of discharge. 


As regards delay, in the case of a mortgage by transfer or 
charge, by a landowner registered as proprietor only, 
there would seem to be no reason to expect any great 
change from the existing state of things. In the case of a 
proprietor registered with absolute title who desires to 
mortgage by transfer or charge, there will, on the other 
hand, be little to occasion delay in the completion of the 
mortgage. The solicitor of the mortgagee will have the 
land certificate compared with the register; have the 
register searched for caveats and notices, &c.; and will 
then at once prepare the necessary instruments. The 
necessity which would appear to exist of sending the 
land certificate, before the security is accepted, to be 
compared with the register by the registrar and certified 
by him to be a true copy, or to be altered or added to 
so as to make it correspond with the register, may inter- 
pose some delay just where delay is most undesirable— 
namely, in the case of registered proprietors with abso- 


lute titles, or titles known to their bankers, wanting an 


advance of money at once. If district registries are 
not generally established this evil will probably be con- 
siderably increased. It is difficult to believe, from the 
experience of other offices, that if the business cf the 
London registry becomes at all considerable it will be 
possible to avoid grievous delay in obtaining appoint- 
ments even for the verification of land certificates, 

It isin respect of publicity, however, that the new 
system of securities may be thought to contrast the least 
favourably with that now in use. A mortgage by transfer 
or charge will entail entry on a register open to the 
registered proprietor and persons authorised by him or 
by the court, and to any person who has caused to be 
entered any notice or caveat affecting the land—it may 
be any tenant (see section 37)—and the solicitor or agent, 
or clerk of the solicitor or agent, of any such person. 
It is, perhaps, not easy to see how, except in the matter 
of “agents” and tenants, the register could be made more 
secret, yet it is impossible to doubt that the amount of 
publicity thus afforded will be a strong deterrent to 
landowners from resorting to these modes of security. 
The third mode, however, is free from this objection. 
Mortgage by deposit of the land certificate affords all 
the secrecy of the existing system of deposit of title 
deeds. 

While on this subject it is worthy of notice that 
section 5 (¢) seems at least to imply that any mort- 
gagee under a mortgage executed after the com- 
mencement of the Act is to be entitled to be regis- 
tered as proprietor without the consent of the mort- 
gagor, unless the mortgage deed contains a provision 
that there shall not be such registration. It is diffi- 
cult to believe that it can be just or desirable in any 
case to empower a mortgagee, on his own authority, to 
place the land on the register, from which it can never 
be taken off; to give himself a position—that of regis- 
tered proprietor—which the mortgagor never agreed to 





confer upon him, and tosaddlethe mortgagor with the heavy 
expenses of an application for absolute or long limited 
title. We observe no express provision in the Bill for 
the expenses of a mortgagee on an application by him. 
for registration. 

The result, as regards the bearing of these provisions 
on the position of the mortgagor and with reference to 
the prospects of success of the measure, we take to be 
this—Mortgage by transfer will compel the mortgagor 
to rely upon a caveat, and mortgage by transfer and 
charge will alike involve the publicity of a register, 
Mortgage by transfer and charge will be alike distasteful 
to landowners, and if no other kind of security were pro- 
vided, would probably afford a reason for keeping iand 
belonging to intending mortgagors off the register. But 
mortgage by deposit of the land certificate is open to 
none of these objections, and, as we have already said, 
it offers to the mortgagee considerable advantages over 
the existing system of mortgage by deposit. The pros- 
pect of being able to avail themselves of this simple 
and inexpensive mode of security, in place of the present 
cumbrous and costly legal mortgage, might operate as 
an inducement to landowners to come on to the register. 
But is there any probability that this prospect will be 
opened? ‘We have seen that wherever the mortgagee 
at present is willing to take a mortgage by deposit of 
title deeds he will probably offer no objection to 
a mortgage by deposit of the land certificate. It 
seems more than doubtful, however, whether in other 
cases the increased safety given to the mortgagee by 
deposit by the provisions of the Bill will be considered 
as sufficient compensation for the defective remedy 
afforded by this mode of security. It is worthy of con- 
sideration whether some means might not be provided 
of improving in this respect the condition of the mort- 
gagee by deposit of the land certificate. 





PENDING LEGISLATION. 


Rererninec Orricers’ ExpEnszs. 


This Bill, which is to be read with the Ballot Act, and 
is to apply only to Parliamentary elections (not being 
elections for university constituencies), provides that the 
returning officer shall be entitled to his reasonable charges: 
not exceeding the sums named in the schedule to the- 
Act, and except by an agreement in writing, signed by 
the party to be charged, he is not to be entitled to pay- 
ment for any other services or at any greater rates. The 
following is the schedule relating to the rates of charge:— 


“The following are the maximum charges to be made by 
the returning officer, but the charges for expenses incurred 
are in no case to exceed the sums actually and necessarily 
paid or payable :—For preparing and publishing the notice 
of election, £2 2s.; for preparing and supplying the nomina- 
tion papers, £1 1s.; for travelling to and from the place of 
nomination, or of declaring the poll at a contested election, 
per mile, 1s.; for hire of rooms or buildings for polling, or- 
damage or expenses by or for use of rooms or buildings ; 
the neceesary expenses, not exceeding at any one polling 
station’ the charge for providing a polling station ; 
for each polling station with its fittings and compart- 
ments—,; for ballot boxes —; for stationery —; for ballot 
papers —; for stamping instruments — ; for copies of the 
register — ; for each presiding oflicer and travelling expenses- 
at 1s. per mile, £3 3s.; for one clerk at each polling station 
and travelling expenses at 1s. per mile, £1 1s.; for — 
person employed in counting votes, not exceeding three su 
persons where the number of registered olectors does not ex- 
ceed 3,000, nor six such persons in any other case, £1 1s.; 
for making the return to the clerk of the Crown, £1 1s.; for 
every ocvasion on which a notice or notivesrelating to theelec- 
tion is or are by law required to be published, the necessary 
expenses not exceeding 10s.; for conveyance of ballot boxes 
in the case of a county election from the polling stations to 
the place where the ballot papers are to be counted, per 
mile, 13.; for the services of the under sheriff at a contested 
election for a county, or of the returning officer at a contested. 
election for a borough in which the returning officer is ap-- 
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pointed by the sheriff, £10 10s. ; and where the number of 
registered electors exceeds 3,000, then for every 2,000 or frac- 
tion thereof beyond the first 3,000, the further sum of £5 5s.; 
for services and expenses in relation to receiving and 
publishing accounts of election expenses, in respect of each 
candidate, £1 1s.; for all other expenses, the sums actually 
paid, uot exceeding in the whole £5. 

**Notes.—1. The above sums are the aggregate charges, 
the amount of which is to be apportioned among the several 
candidates or other persons liable for the same. 2. Tra- 
velling expenses are not to be allowed in the case of any 
person unless for distances exceeding two miles from the 
place at which he resides.” 


These charges are to be paid by the candidates in 
equal shares. If a candidate is nominated without his 
consent the persons subscribing his nomination are to be 
liable for a share of the charges. The returning officer 
may by notice require a deposit to be made or security 
given before or at the nomination, not exceeding for 
each candidate in a county or borough not containing 
more than 5,000 registered electors, £100; containing 
over 5,000 and not exceeding 20,000, £150; and con- 
taining over 20,000, £200. The returning officer may 
object to the nomination of any person in respect of 
whose candidature a deposit or security has not been 
made or given, and if “atthe expiration of one hour 
after the time appointed for the election,” notice having 
been given and objection made, a deposit is not tendered 
or security given, he may, if he thinks fit, declare the 
nomination of such candidate void. 


Within twenty-one days after the day on which the 
return is made of the persons elected, the returning 
officer is to send to every person from whom he claims 
payment of any charge in respect of the election, a de- 
tailed account of the charges claimed in respect of the 
election and of the share claimed from the person to 
whom the account is sent, with a notice of the place 
where the vouchers may be seen. If any agreement in 
writing has been made entitling the returning officer to 
payment for services or at a scale not specified in the 
schedule, the particulars thereof, and the amount by which 
the sum allowed in the schedule is exceeded, are also to 
be stated. The returning officer is not to be entitled to any 
charges not included in this account. Within fourteen 
days from the time when the account is sent, the person 
from whom payment is claimed may have the amount 
taxed in the county court or, in the city of London, 
in the Lord Mayor’s Court. The court is empowered to 
determine the amount payable, and to give and enforce 
judgment for the same, with or without costs; and may 
depute any of its functions to the registrar. These pro- 
visions are not to apply to returning officers’ charges for 
publication of accounts of election expenses. 

Persons having claims against a returning officer for 
work, materials, &c., in respect of any contract for the 
purposes of an election, except for publication of accounts 
of election expenses, are, within fourteen days after the 
day on which the return of the persons elected is made, 
to send to the returning officer the particulars of such 
claim in writing, and the returning officer is not to be 
liable for anything not stated in such particulars. 
Notice of this provision is to be added to the notice of 
electiun. When application is made for taxation of the 
returning officer’s accounts provision is made for his ob- 
taining an examination and allowance, or disallowance or 
reduction, by the court of any claim sent to him under 
this provision. 

It is to be the duty of the town clerk of any municipal 
borough, including er forming part of a Parliamentary 
borough, to assist the returning officer, if required to do 
so by him, and in the case of these boroughs the return- 
' ing officer is, as far as is practicable, to make use of the 
ballot boxes, fittings, &c., provided for municipal elec- 
tions. 


The Act is to continue in force until 31st December, 
1880, when the Ballot Act, 1872, unless Parliament shall 
otherwise determine, will expire. 


SPECIAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Lanp Recistry From a Provincrat Port or View. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—There are two groups of clauses in Lord Cairns’ 
Land Titles and Transfer Bill, which are of supreme im- 
portance to country solicitors, and which have a very 
practical, if not a logical, connection with each other. 
I mean the clauses making registration compulsory on 
every sale after 1st January, 1879 (sections 28 and 51), 
and the provisions for the establishment of district re- 
gistries (sections 159 et seq.) if and when thought advis- 
able. 

Those who like myself are of the opinion, which I have 
already expressed in your columns, that the scheme of 
registration of title proposed by Lord Selborne’s Bill of 
last year ought to be fairly tried, must of course support 
that part of the present Bill. And itis but just to add 
that many of the objections taken to the other parts of 
Lord Selborne’s Bill, which concern@d the mode of 
transfer and mortgage, have been removed by the 
thorough revision to which those clauses have been sub- 
mitted. As to mortgages, especially, the Billhas now a 
‘practical look about it which was before chiefly “ con- 
spicuous by its absence,” and, as was well pointed out in 
your article last week, goes on the present well-defined 
lines of (1) legal mortgages, (2) equitable mortgage by 
deposit of deeds, and (3) equitable charge without de- 
posit. 

Admitting that the Bill is as perfect as it can be made 
antecedently to experience of its actual working, there 
appear to be the following reasons against making it 
compulsory :—If there is one thing clear in the history 
of real property law, it is that itis no use prescribing 
modes of transfer which landowners do rot like, or pro- 
hibiting modes of transfer which they do. Our present 
system of conveyancing is as cumbrous as it is, mainly 
because it is full of subtle contrivances for the evasion 
of restrictions on alienation which weré obnoxious to the 
feelings or supposed interests of the landowners them- 
selves. Simplify this complexity by all means; but, 
first of all, let us clearly understand whether your par- 
ticular plan of simplification is what the landowners 
want before you make it compulsory, or you may find 
out that your measure, like the Statute of Uses, “ made 
on great deliberation, and introduced in the most 
solemn manner,” entirely failed of its intended effect. 

Now, what evidence have we for concluding that 
registration of title is the true remedy we are in search 
of ? It must be borne in mind that it is comparatively 
a modern notion, and was first authoritatively proposed 
by the commission of 1857. Up to that time it was 
supposed that a registration of deeds was what was 
wanted. The Real Property Commissioners of 1830 
reported in favour of that scheme, and from 1830 to 1853 
continual efforts were made to give legislative sanction 
to this mode of solving the difficulty. It was embodied 
in Lord Westbury’s Act of 1862, and the only experience 
we have of it is that it has failed. We are now about to 
re-enact a modified form of it; to make itfmuch easier, 
but at the same time much less effective; and it is pro- 
posed to make it compulsory on every transaction, even 
the smallest, before it can be ascertained by experience 
whether the modification of the system will be more 
successful than the original attempt of 1862. One of 
two things must happen, either this Bill will produce 
the good results anticipated—in which case landowners 
will, as a matter of self-interest, be eager to take advan- 
tage of it—or it will not, and if it does not it ought not 
to be made compulsory. At a discussion on this subject, 
which took place here at the meeting of the Metropoli- 
tan and Provincial Law Association last October, Mr. 
William Shaen cited a particularly apposite metaphor of 
the late Edwin Field that, in matters of this kind, legis- 
lation should open as many doors as possible—should give 





time to see at which door people preferred to go in and 
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out, and then (and not till then) should shut up the 
comparatively useless entrance. 

Compulsory registration will be an immediate and 
onerous burden on all the smaller transactions. On a 
large or even a moderate sized property it may be worth 
while to incur the cost and trouble of registration with 
an absolute title, especially if a sale in lots is contem- 
plated. The advantage is immediate and certain; but 
in the smaller transactions (of which the number in the 
manufacturing districts is legion), where the purchase- 
money is under £200, the simplest plan of registration 
and the most moderate fees will entail a serious addition 
to the present cost of conveyancing, and on this point it 
is most important to recollect that the cost of first regis- 
tration is the smallest part of the matter. Whenever a 
property gets on the register there will sooner or later 
(indeed on the very first dealing with the land, other than 
absolute sale) be a divorce between the legal and the 
beneficial interests. For the sake of convenience, the legal 
interest, and the legal interest only, will appear on the 
register, and all other interests will be dealt with dehors 
the register, by means of restrictions, caveats, and so 
forth. Facility of alienation may, and probably will, be 
secured, and will be secured in a way which, in the case 
of larger properties, will be well worth the cost, but which 
will not tend to economy in the smaller transactions. 
What we have inadequate experience of, and the effects 
of which we cannot yet foresee, is not the mere registra- 
tion—thatis simple enough—but the facility and cheapness 
of transfer after registration. Is it too much to suppose 
that in the three years, during which the Act is to be in 
operation before it is made compulsory, some de- 
fect will not be found in its working needing the 
amending hand of the Legislature? And would it 
not be as easy to provide in the amendment Act for 
making the amended system compulsory, as to provide 
for-it now ? 

One thing is very certain, that as soon as ever re- 
gistration is made compulsory district registries must 
be no longer permissive, and that they must be estab- 
lished on a more extensive and on a more humble scale 
than that contemplated in the present Bill. So 
long as registration is not made compulsory there will 
be very few registrations of mere proprietorship. Most 
persons who are willing, voluntarily, to incur the cost and 
trouble of registration will register either with an ab- 
solute or with the longest title they can induce the 
registrar to grant, with the intention of acquiring a 
selling title at the earliest possible moment. In these 
cases the extra cost of sending to the principal registry 
will be but a slight per-centage, but as soon as all pro- 
prietorships must be registered, the burden of registra- 
tion fees of conveyances, scores of which are now pre- 
pared for three guineas each, will be cruelly increased, 
especially if the solicitor, instead of registering in his 
own town, has to employ a London or any other agent. 
The phrase ‘‘ employ an agent” comes very glibly from 
the tongue or the pen, but let any practical solicitor 
consider what is involved in it, Before any transaction, 
whether an absolute. transfer or a charge of registered 
land, can be safely completed, the certificate must be 
compared with the register, and search must be made 
for restrictions and caveats. After transfer the requisite 
entries must be made, and in order that that may be 
properly done the parcels (especially in the case of the 
division of a property into two or more lots) must be 
examined by somebody who either knows them or is 
carefully instructed for the purpose. All this must be 
gone through on every transaction, and whilst it could 
be easily done by the solicitor for the parties, having 
immediate access to the register office, it would involve 
continual delay and increased cost if he has properly to 
instruct an agent. 

These considerations point strongly to the absolute 
necessity of very numerous local registries presided over 
by much humbler functionaries than those at present 
contemplated by the Bill, and for which offices solicitors 





would in every respect be the most suitable. If it be 
thought that the more difficult questions which will arise 
on registration with absolute or limited titles should be 
dealt with by the principal registry in the first instance, 
nothing would be easier than to provide for such cases 
in that way, for, as has been before pointed out, the cost 
will bear a much smaller proportion to the value of the 
property. 


Birmingham, April 29. G. J. JouNson. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Locxe Kine’s Act—Spreciric anp Resrpvary Devises. 
Sackville v. Smyth, M.R., 22 W. R.179, L. R. 17 Eq. 153. 


In Brownson v. Lawrance (16 W. R. 535, L. R. 6 Eq. 
1) Lord Romilly, M.R., held that when two estates are 
comprised in the same mortgage, and the owner of the 
equity of redemption specifically devises one of them, 
and leaves the other to pass under a devise of his re- 
siduary real estate, he thereby sufficiently indicates the 
contrary intention required by Locke King’s Act in 
order to exclude the application of the rule laid down by 
that statute. If his Lordship had stopped there, it 
might, we think, have been, at least plausibly, contended 
by the residuary devisee that the Act was only to be ex- 
cluded qguoad the specific devise, and that the residuary 
devisee, if left to bear any part of the mortgage, ought to 
have tbe benefit of the statutory rule that each part of 
the property according to its value should bear a propor- 
tionate part of the mortgage charged on the whole ;—in 
other words, that the specific devisee should be exone- 
rated as to his part of the mortgage debt out of the per- 
sonalty, and that the residuary devisee should bear 
only his proportionate part of such debt. His 
Lordship, however, went further than this, and 
held, not only that the specific devisee was to be 
exonerated, but that the specific devise of one of the 
estates was “of itself an expression of the testator’s 
intention that the part which passed by the residuary gift 
should be primarily liable to the payment of the whole 
of the mortgage debt.” In taking this view he was fol- 
lowing an opinion expressed in 2 Jarman on Wills, p. 
611; though it certainly seems to us that far more “ in- 
tention” was squeezed out of the testator’s words than 
they were calculated to yield. In Gibbins v. Eyden (17 
W. R. 481, L. R. 7 Eq. 371), Malins, V.C., declined to 
follow Brownson v. Lawrance, and treated it as having 
been decided without a proper consideration of the fact 
that when it was decided it had then recently been held 
by Chelinsford, C., in Hensman v. Fyer (16 W. R. 162, 
L. R.3Ch. 420), thatsincethe Wills Act a residuary devise 
of real estate is specific. In Sackville v.-Smyth 
Jessel, M.R., expressed his opinion that Locke King’s Act 
was “not intended to apply as between specific and resi- 
duary devises in the way it was held to apply in Brown- 
son v. Lawrance,” and in fact his decision could not 
stand if full effect were given to that case. We may 
think, therefore, that Brownson v. Lawrance is no longer 
of any authority. 








The Liverpool Post understands that the negotiations for the 
sale to the Government of the piece of land behind the 
Municipal-buildings, as a site for the new Law Courts, have 
terminated in the purchase of the land by the Government. 
The Government had formerly offered to purchase 2,100 yards 
of the land in question at £9 per yard, with the option of 
taking the remainder of the plot at £10 per yard; but the 
Finance and Estate Committee of the Council demanded 
£9 10s. per yard, and at one time it seemed probable that the 
negotiations would fall through, and that another and less 
convenient site would be selected. The sale has now, how- 
ever, been effected on the terms the Government first 
offered, and, no doubt, the Town Council will ratify the 
bargain concluded by the Finance Committee, 
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NOTES. 


HOME. 

On Monday the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy, in a case of 
Re Wike, expressed an opinion that the power given by 
section 71 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, to every Court 
having jurisdiction in bankruptcy to review, rescind, or 
vary any order made by it, is of the widest possible descrip- 
tion in a proper case. Mr. J. A. Russell, Q.C., the judge 
of the Manchester County Court, had, in refusing an 
application for a rehearing in the same case (ante 
p. 363), said that he thought the section did not 
apply where the proof of a person who claimed to be a 
creditor of a bankrupt’s estate was rejected for want of suffi- 
cient evidence of the debt and the person afterwards applied 
for a rehearing on the ground that he had discovered fresh 
evidence in support of his claim since the original- hearing. 





In another case of Re Morrisey the Chief Judge held that 
where under a liquidation petition the Court had refused 
to register the resolutions purporting to have been passed by 
the creditors, on the ground that a person who claimed to be 
a large creditor had not been allowed to vote at the meeting, 
but a receiver had been appointed who had not been dis- 
charged, there was jurisdiction to restrain the debtor from 
prosecuting an action which he had commenced against the 
excluded creditor for a debt which he alleged to be due to 
him from that creditor. But the creditor who asked for the 
injunction was required to undertake to apply within a 
short time for an order to call a first meeting Of the creditors 
under the petition, or for an adjudication of bankruptcy 
against the debtor, founded on the filing of the petition. 





The first brick of the new Law Courts was laid on 
Thursday last at the north-east corneradjoining the entrance 
from Carey-street to Bell-yard. We believe it is hoped 
that the Queen will formally lay the first stone of the 
structure. 





FOREIGN. 
Unitep States. 


Gagg v. Vetter (41 Ind. 228, 9 Albany Law Journal, 222) 
was an action for the destruction by fire of the plaintiff's 
factory, caused by sparks from the brewery of the defen- 
dant. The grounds on which damages were claimed were, 
first, that the flues, chimneys, and furnaces in defendant’s 
brewery, being near to plaintiff's factory building, were 
not built in proper shape, or of sufficient height or capa- 
city, thereby causing burning coals, soot, cinders, sparks, 
and embers to be carried therefrom upon the rvof of the 
factory, whereby it was burned and destroyed; and, 
second, that defendant was negligent in the use of the 
furnaces, flues, and chimneys, by making large fires 
therein, of highly imflammable and dangerous material, 
so that the sparks, embers, &c., passed from the chimney 
to the roof of the factory, burning and destrvying it. 
The defendant’s brewery was built in a populous part of 
a large and rapidly increasing city. The property of the 
plaintiff, which was destroyed by the fire, was there at 
the time the brewery was constructed. The court held 
that this imposed upon the defendant the necessity of 
exercising o higher degree of care and diligence in the con- 
struction and management of his brewery than if it had 
been located in the country, or in a part of the city where 
there were no houses in its immediate vicinity; that a 
mere difference of opinion among men of science and 
experience, as to the best plan to construct the chimney, 
furnace, and flues, did not justify the selection of any well- 
supported theory without further inquiry, for the defendant 
was bound to use all due care and vigilance to ascertain 
which theory was correct and which incorrect ; and for that 
purpose he was bound to avail himself of all the discoveries 
which science and experience had put within his reach ; 
that, while the law does not require absolute scientific 
perfection in the construction of such works, it does require 
the exercise of a high degree of care and skill to ascertain, 
as nearly as may be, the best plan for such structures ; and 
it requires that not only skilful and experienced workmen 
shall be employed in their construction, but that due 
skill shall be exercised by such workmen in the particular 
instance ; that the defendant was liable in damages to the 


extent of the injury sustained by the plainviff if it was 
proved upon the trial, either that ordinary care and 
diligence was not employed in the construction of the 
chimney, furnaces, and flues, or that he was guilty of 
negligence in the management thereof, and that the factory 
building was destroyed from either of these causes, 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 





Tue RecistraTion or LAND TRANSFER oR TITLE—Cut Bono ? 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Srr,—This question is asked in all sincerity. notwith- 
standing that among the legal luminaries by whom regis- 
tration is regarded as a panacea against the admitted 
costly evils accompanying the sale and purchase of land, 
are to be numbered three most celebrated Lord Chancellors 
—viz., Lords Westbury, Selborne, and Cairns. 

Impertinently, no doubt, but most respectfully, I snbmit 
that the efficacy of the remedy of registration, whether it 
be of title or transfer, or both, is more than doubtful. 

The utility of empowering competent officials to grant 
from time to time, as titles become complex, certificates 

declaratory of their present state in substitution tor old 
title deeds, and of giving to such certificates, or (under 
limitations) office copies of them, a conclusive character 
by way of estoppel against all estates and interests not 
expressly saved by them is unquestionable; -but beyond 
the registration or record in proper books of certificates 
so granted, and the problematical advantage of affording, 
by means of a general register of deeds, to all purchasers 
and mortgagees the security which those of lands in 
Middlesex and Yorkshire are supposed to have under local 
registers—the benefits to result from the application to 
land tenure or Jand transfer of any scheme of registration, 
however ably devised, are certainly not transparent. 

lf partial ownerships of land were abolished by law so 
that the owner of the fee should be bound to retain such 
ownership till his death, and transmit it entire to his beir- 
at-law or devisee—in other words, if the creation of trusts, 
life estates, estates tail, remainders, shifting limitations, 
powers of jointuring, portioning, and the like were rendered 
illegal, then T can understand the possi >ility of assimilating 
to some extent by registration the evidence of title to, and 
mode of transfer of, land with those of stock or shares, but 
to some extent cnly, because it is obvious that it is impos- 
sible to treat after precisely the same fashion a reality 
(like land) identifiable and divisible only by metes, bounds, 
or other local descriptions, and an ideality (like stock) 
numerically identifiable and divisible, while it is equally 
obvious that, having by hook or by crook got your land on 
the register, accurate registered descriptions by metes, 
bounds or otherwise, will be required when it comes tc be 
divided between two or more purchasers or transferees. 
But, granted that this difficulty is capable of being over- 
come without the rainous cost of an official survey on 
each occasion, and assuming a perpetuity of absolute 
ownerships, I fail to discover the advantage of registra- 
tion. In point of language there can be none, for no 
statutory form of transfer—whether it be simply by 
entry in a book, or the regis-ration of a collateral docu- 
ment—can be expressed more concisely than by the words, 
‘ A. B. grants to C. D. and his heirs,” which words, with a 
description of the property intended to be transferred, 
are, according to existing law, amply sufficient to pass the 
largest estate in England, Wales, or Ireland, from one 
fee simple owner to another, and [ presume that no ove 
will coutend that the imposition on land owners or pur- 
chasers of the liability to pay office fees for doing that 
which they could well enough do without the intervention 
of any Official, and of compelling them toattend personally, 
or by attorney, at a given office for completing a transac- 
tion which could well enough be completed elsewhere, are 
to be regarded in the light of legislative boons. 

But the questions now paramount are not what regis- 
tration might be made to effect or what results would 
follow were limited ownerships prohibited by law, but 
what can be done by, and will result from, registration in 
the absence of any alteration of the law of ownership, for 
at present, at all events, it is not contemplated to limit 





the power of tying up land in settlement either by deed or 
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will further than it is already limited by the existing law 
against the creation of perpetuities, 

Assuming, then, as must beassumed, that all land either 
is of may one day or other come into settlement, it is 
perfectly clear that any title or transfer register must 
proceed on one or other of the three following bases—viz., 
(1) The disclosure on the register of all existing estates or 
interests, whether legal or equitable, thereby creating or 
rather preserving the necessity for the concurrence in any 
transfer of all parties entitled te such estates and interests, 
in order, as against them, to complete the transferee’s title ; 
or (2) the suggestion on the register of a fictitious owner- 
ship, leaving the real or equitable ownership to be 
governed by collateral unregistered documents, thereby 
creating the necessity for furthercollateral unregistered docu- 
mecrtsin order toobtain from thereal ownersanauthority for 
the registered fictitious owner or trustee to makea transfer ; 
or (3) a conglomeration on the register of real and ficti- 
tious ownerships. 

It is impossible for any register, whether the immediate 
subject-matter of registration be the fee simple, a life estate, 
or an estate for years, to be built on any other foundation 
than that of disclosing the true ownership, or suggesting a 
false ownership or some admixture of the two, so long as 
real and ostensible ownerships are not convertible terms. 

The element of true ownership registration in Lord West- 
bury’s scheme is one of the principal causes of the want of 
success of the existing voluntary land register, in Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. Landowners have, naturally enough, found out 
that, by resorting to that Institution with any other motive 
than that of obtaining a Parliamentary title, or, in other 
words, a short entry or certificate of title in substitution for 
ancient and musty title deeds, they have gained no end 
beyond the addition of excessively heavy registration fees 
to their solicitor’s bill of costs, when they afterwards mort- 
gage, settle, or sell the registered land in its integrity, and 
surveyor's fees also when they deal with it in parcels. And 


so it has come to pass that all well-advised landowners who 
desire to atilise Lord Westbury’s Act in its only really 
beneficial phase—viz., the obtaining a start de novo witha 
clean title, avail themselves of the power which the Act 


gives them of removing their land from off the register so 
soon as by its first placing thereon the title is made 
statutorily indefeasible. 

It can hardly be denied that Lord Cairns’ scheme must 
either be open, like Lord Westbury’s, to the objection of its 
heavily increasing the costs of dealing with land by reason 
of the exorbitancy of the office fees consequent on the 
disclosure, more or less complete, of equitable estates or 
interests, or that any superiority it may have over the 
Linco}n’s-inn-fields Institution results from especial favour 
being shown to the registration of fictitious ownerships. 
And I now therefore ask, what are the advantages, if any, 
of a registration of the latter description ? 

It may be said that purchasers will benefit, on the two- 
fold ground that they will not (assuming a registration of 
Parliamentary titles only) have to look into anything 
beyond the last registered entry of ownership, and that 
whether that assumption be made or not the transfers to 
them must be as concise in language as official forms per- 
mit; and thisis true. But what about the vendors, who 
are the real but not the registered owners? Their trustee, 
who is on the register, cannot possibly dispense with an 
authority to transfer when his cestuis que trustent desire 
him to doso. And to give him such authority an outside 
deed as between him and them will be requisite. And 
such outside deed will be very similar to, and in all pro- 
bability equally as expensive as, that which, but for the 
existence of a register, would have had tc be made between 
the vendors and purchaser. 

Take for instance the common case of a settled estate sub- 
ject to a power of sale exerciseable at the request of the tenant 
for life in possession, and assume for the purposes of this 
illustration that by the effect of original registration or a 
recorded Certificate the title prior to the settlement in ques- 
tion is indefeasible. In such a state of facts according to 
present practice the donees of the power of sale by the direc- 
tion of the tenant for life would convey, or rather appoint, to 
the purchaser, by a deed which, with the certificate or office 
copy of the entry evidencing the Parliamentary title of the 
vendors, he would put in his pocket, and, thereby having in 
his own possession all Lis muniments of title, would be in a 
position to sell, mortgage, or settle when, where, and how he 





might like, without the intervention of any Official 
or the insertion in h’s solicitor’s bill of costs of a 
charge for office fees. Whereas, supposing in such case 
a register of absolute but fictitious ownerships to exist, there would 
of course be no conveyance or app?intment to the purchaser, 
but there would be almost totidem verbis an outside deed or 
document of some description by which the donees of the 
power of sale and the tenant for life would direct and 
authorise their trustee, the registered owner, to transfer to the 
purchaser, and then cui bono? Nodoubt costs which would 
otherwise have had to be paid by the purchaser would by this 
scheme of registration be thrown on the vendors, but is it not 
pretty clear that, if the only end gained is the shifting of 
costs from purchasers to vendors, the latter will soon enough 
learn to recoup themselves by enhancing their selling price ? 

It may of course be suggested that the case I have put is 
not a fair illustration of the disadvantages or want of advan- 
tage of a register of fictitious ownership because of the assump- 
tion I have made of the existence of a Parliamentary title 
prior to the settlement, under the powers of which such sale is 
supposed to be made. But then, if the contrary assumption 
be made—viz., that the title of the registered owner or trustee 
need not necessarily be unimpeachable, does it not follow that 
the register has done no good, because the purchaser 
just as now is involved in the trouble and expense of an 
investigation into title, while it has done some harm, because 
office fees have to be unnecessarily paid by either vendor or pur- 
chaser or both, and, equally unnecessarily, they are, wherever 
resident, compelled to transact their business at a particular 
place and time. 

It is freely admitted that such a scheme of compulsory regis- 
tration of land transfer may be instituted as to leave, indepen. 
dently of the questionof ad valoremstamp duty , but little osten- 
sible difference between land and stock, so far as costs directly 
chargeable against purchasers are concerned, butit is contended 
that vendors will suffer proportionately as regards these costs, 
and will also have to pay, without any corresponding advan- 
tage, other costs for which they are not now liable. 

It is a common mistake to suppose that the broker’s com- 
mission represents the costs of asale of stock or shares. Some- 
times no doubt it does; but in many cases of stock or shares 
in settlement, particularly if the settlement be an ill-drawn 
wil], the outside costs necessarily incurred in order to 
sanction a sale by the persons whose names appear as 
owners in the bank books or share register are very heavy 
indeed, as legal practitioners well know. No doubt these 
costs do not fall on the purchaser, who, of course, buys at the 
quoted market price ; but will not, I ask, the assimilation by 
registration of land with stock or shares be the enhancement 
of the value or market price of the land? And is such en- 
hancement in the interest of purchasers? 

I have, I fear, troubled you too long with my observations 
on the question by which my letter is preluded, and to which, 
if I may be permitted to do so, I submit a provisional reply— 
viz., that unless it can be established—which I believe it 
cannot be—that for the security of purchasers and mort- 
gagees an universal register of muniments of title similar or 
somewhat similar to the Middlesex and Yorkshire registries, is 
desirable, all registration of land-transfer is humbug. And 
that registration of land-title ought to begin and end with the 
keeping of a record of certificates granted by competent 
Authorities of the true state of titles voluntarily submitted to 
their investigation, they being empowered by Act of Parliament 
to grant in suitable cases, and under proper restrictions, certifi- 
cates of indefeasible title, H. Tyrwuitr FRenp. 

Temple, April 29. 





It is stated that the machinery and preliminary arrange- 
ments for the works of the new Law Courts will not be com- 
pleted before the end of the present year. At the west end 
of the ground steam stone-cutting mills, working up to seventy 
or eighty horse power, are in course of erection, and will ex- 
tend, when completed, from nearly the north to the south side 
of the premises. The southern corner of the site is taken up 
by a building containing extensive offices, a safe room, and 
bedrooms for night watchers and other workmen who will 
sleep on the premises. More towards the west end of the 
ground are the mortar and concrete mixing machines, and 
some smaller buildings, which will be vsed chiefly as a depdt 
for the plans and drawings for reference. |) At present there 
are 200 men employed in the work, but the number will be 
gradually increased as the preparations are completed, and it 
is estimated will attain an average of at least 500, 
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COURTS. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Murray, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
March 25.—Re Ehvenfest. 

E. and E., traders in partnership, were joined by V., and 
the three afterwards jiled a petition wnder the 125th and 126th 
sections of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, A meeting of their joint 
creditors was called, at which a resolution was passed in favour 
of a liquidation by arrangement, and a trustee appointed, but 
mo meeting was held under the estate of E. and E. 

A creditor of E. and E, afterwards commenced an action for 
the recovery of his debt. 

Held, that, as no meeting of the creditors of E. and EF. 
had been called, the creditor was not bound, and an applica- 
tion for an injunction to restrain him was refused. 

This was an application on behalf of Messrs. J. & J. E, 
Ehrenfest for an injunction to restrain Mr. John Wm. Sykes, 
solicitor, from taking any further proceedings in an actiong 
brought by him against the applicants in the Court of Queen’ 
Bench for the recovery of £215 15s. 11d. 

The petition in this case was presented by the applicants 
jointly with Mr. Edward Perceval Vaux under the 125th 
and 126th sections of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, on the 
20th of February, 1873, and notices were duly sent by the 
registrar to the different creditors announcing that a general 
meeting of the creditors would be held on the 10th of March. 

At the meeting the following resolutions were passed :— 

1. That the affairs of J. Ehrenfest, J. A. Ehrenfest, and 
£. P. Vaux, trading as Ehrenfest & Vaux, shall be liquidated 
by arrangement, and not in bankruptcy. 

2. That Mr. Alfred Good, of the firm of Good & Daniels, 
of Cheapside, be and he is hereby appointed trustee. 

3.That C. F. Gerdhart and J. L. Sampson be and are 
hereby appointed a committee of inspection. 

4, That Messrs. Dixon, Ward, & Letchworth be entrusted 
with the registration of this special resolution. 

Under the petition a separate meeting of the separate 
creditors of J, Ehrenfest was held, in accordance with rule 


285, but no creditor attended. No meeting was called of 


the creditors of Messrs. Ehrenfest & Ehrenfest. The reso- 
lution under the joint estate of the three was duly registered, 
but the debtors had not yet obtained their discharge. Mr. 
Sykes was inserted in the list us a joint creditor for the sum 
of £150. 

On the 13th of February, 1874, Mr. Sykes commenced an 
action in the Court of Queen’s Bench against Messrs. 
Ehbrenfest (without joining Mr. Vaux asa defendant) for the 
recovery ot the sum of £215 5s, 11d. for work and services 
.as an attorney and solicitor. 

On behalf of the respondent it was alleged that J. Ehrenfest 
and J. A. Ehrenfest for some years prior to the Ist of 
January, 1872, carried on business in co-partnership as 
paint, oil, and colour manufacturers, under the style of F. 
M. Ehrenfest & Co., and the firm of Ehrenfest & Vaux did not 
exist prior to that date. During the years 1871 and 1872 the 
respondent acted as the attorney for the firm of Ekrenfest & 
Co., and there was now due to him, in respect of the business 
‘done and payments made by him at their request, the sum 
of £214 15s. 11d. After the commencement of the partnership 
the respondent acted in some metters as their solicitor, and 
he made out and delivered separate and distinct bills of costs 
-against that firm, which were in due course debited to their 
separate account in his ledger. The business transacted by 
‘the respondent for the firm of Ehrenfest & Co., and that 
transacted for the firm of Ehrenfest & Vaux were totally 
distinct. 

On the 3rd of March, 1873, Mr, Sykes wrote to Messrs. 
Dixon, Ward, & Co., who were then acting for the Ehrenfests— 

“T have just seen an office copy of the list of partnership 
creditors, and that of the separate creditors of Mrs. and Mr. 
Ehrenfest. In the first-named list are debts which are not 
partnership debts, and which in fact were owing by your 
clients before Mr. Vaux joined the firm, and are, therefore, 
separate debts of your clients, not provable against the 

artnership assets, as, for, instance, my own debt, and that 
in part of Mr. Gerhard. The firms of E. & V. owe me 
little or nothing, while F. M. Ehrenfest & Co, owe me 
over £200.” 

And on the 5th of March he again wrote— 

With great respect and deference, I think, if you will 
itake advice upon the subject, you will find that your form 





of proceeding, so far as it excludes separate creditors from 
your clients’ list, and includes their debts in the list of 
on debts, is wrong, and that the effect may be to 
eave your clients still personally liable. . . Surely if 
anything else were wanting to convince you that my sug- 
gestion is worthy of consideration, itis the form of the 
proof itself. How can I, for instance, swear that the three 
—, are indebted to me in over £200 when I did the 

usiness for F. M. Ebrenfest & Co., and yet if your form of 
proceeding be correct, if I do not swear what is untrue, I 
have no estate to prove upon.” 

No meeting of the creditors of the two Ehrenfests was 
ever held, and Mr. Sykes did not prove his debt. 

Lord, in support of the application.—The debt in this case 
accrued before the filing of the petition for liquidation, and is 
therefore provable, whether against one estate or the other is 
immaterial: Lindley on Partnership, p. 1088. The only 
question is, against which estate is Mr. Sykes to prove? 
There is no answer in substance to the application. If the 
major firm became bankrupt that will involve the bankraptcy 
of the minor firm: Robson’s Bankrupt Law, p. 574; and there 
can be no difference between bankruptcy and liquidation. 

Murray, Registrar—There has been no resolution in 
the case of the minor partnership. 

Lord.—No; but supposing the three had received their dis- 
charge, the debts of the minor firm would be released with 
the debts of the major. It is clear also that an order of dis- 
charge, granted under a separate adjudication, will retease the 
debtor from joint as well as separate debts: Ex parte Ham- 
mond, 21 W. R. 865, L. R. 16 Eq. 614. If that be clear law 
this is an @ fortiori case. If the joint estate be more than 
solvent, the separate creditors have a right to participate in 
any surplus there might be: Rules 285, 286, and 287. 

Robson, for the respondent.—The debtors have not received 
their discharge ; there has been no meeting called of the cre- 
ditors of the minor firm; and there is no trustee of the estate 
of Ehrenfest & Ehrenfest. The respondent had no opportenity 
of proving against the joint estate of the two, and the credi- 
tors of the minor firm are ignored by the resolution. 

Murray, Registrar—The circumstance that the m:et- 
ing was not called seems to create a difficulty. 

Robson.—The debtors had the control of the proceedings, 
and there is nothing ir the Act or the Rules which gives the 
creditors the right to interfere. The creditors must abide by 
the course taken by the debtors, and the rules prescribe what 
shall be done. Apart from this, the correspondence shows that 
the respondent urged the debtors to convene a meeting of the 
creditors of the two, but they declined todo so. The debt 
was not provable, tor the debtor Vaux was not in any way in- 
terested in the business in respect of which the ciaim arose, and 
it was impossible for the respondent to swear that he was a 
creditor of the three. 

Murray, Registrar, said there was nothing in the title of 
the petition to Jead the court, or indeed any one, to the con- 
clusion that the members of the major firm had been in 
business as a minor firm. A meeting of the joint creditors 
was called, at which a resolution for a liquidation by arrange- 
ment was passed, and a trustee appointed. There being, as he 
understood it, no separate creditors of Vaux or of J. E Ebren- 
fest no separate meetings were called, nor was there any meet- 
ing under the separate estate of the two Ehrentests, and the 
respondent had no opportunity of proving his debt. The Rules 
provided that meetings of the partnership creditors should be 
first called, and afterwards mectings of the separate creditors, 
and Rule 286 said—“ If the petition be by partners, and any 
two or more cf such partners constitute a separate and inde- 
pendent firm, the creditors of such firm may likewise come to 
a separate resolution as regards the liquidatiop of such minor 
partnership estate, and where any surplus shall arise upon the 
liquidation thereof, the same shall be carried over to the 
separate estates of the partners in such minor firm according 
to their respective rights therein.”’ That meeting had never 
been held. Ifthe case stopped there, some observation might 
perhaps have been made as to inadvertence, but the affidavits 
distinctly showed that before the meeting of the partnership 
creditors was called the respondent directed the attention of 
the solicitors having the conduct of the proceedings to the 
fact that the - list of creditors did not include the creditors of 
the minor partnership, of whom the respondent was one. He 
put it very pointedly before them that if such a meeting were 
not called the debtors would find a difficulty in obtaining their 
discharge. They did not act upon the advice, but allowed the 
proceedings to go on until this moment—a year having elapsed 
—without having called a meeting, and in point of fact no 
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resolution had been come to, As to Mr. Lord’s argument 
that liquidation was equivalent to bankruptcy, and in bank- 
ruptcy the court would distribute, not only the joint assets of 
the partnership, but the separate estates of the partners, and 
the same result would follow in the present instance, that seemed 
to be the rock upon which this case split. It was not the 
same thing. The Rules contemplated resolutions in each par- 
ticular estate. Non constat that the creditors might not liqui- 
date the joint estate by arrangement, and that the creditors 
under the separate estate might not agree to accept a composi- 
tion of 6d. in the pound ; but a caseof bankruptcy stood upon 
a different footing. When a debtor applied for his discharge 
he (Mr. Registrar Murray) apprehended that it was his duty 
to do everything that was necessary for that purpose. It 
seemed to him that all the defences which could be taken to 
this action could be taken sa well at law as in this court, 
and, inasmuch as the person asking for the order to restrain 
had been guilty of what he conceivedto be a very great neglect, 
the application would be refused, but, as he saw from 
tke evidence that some defence might be set up at law which 
might affect the existence of the debt, the costs would be re- 
served. 
Solicitors for the applicants, Dizon, Ward, § Co. 
The respondent in person. 





COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Coterineg, C.J.,and Brett 
and Denman, JJ.) 

April 23.—In re Samuel Howship Barrow, an Attorney. 

Murray, on behalf of the Law Society, said that a rule 
bad been obtained calling upon Mr. Barrow to answer the 
matters contained in certain affidavits, but no cause would 
in fact be shown. Inthe affidavit of Mr. Charles Scears, of 
Fair View, Keynsham, near Bristol, it was stated that in or 
about October, 1871, a Mr. Hastings, a friend of Mr. 
Scears’, fell into pecuniary difficulties, and Mr. Scears made 
himself answerable for his debts. He entrusted to the at- 
torney the settlement of the matter. In reply to letters 
from the attorney asking for sums to enable him to settle 
claims, Mr. Scears forwarded to the attorney cheques, In 
February, 1872, believing be had forwarded to Barrow suffi- 
cient money to discharge all claims, Mr. Scears asked for 
settlement. Not receiving satisfactory replies he sought an 
interview with Barrow, and afterwards had a second, at 
which Barrow informed him that all claims had been 
settled. On the 5th of April, 1872, however, he wasserved 
with a writ for £21 7s. 7d. debt and £2 5s. costs, and had 
to pay these sums, though he had on the lst Uecember, 
1871, sent acheque for £21 7s. 7d. to Barrow to pay the 
debt, and this cheque, endorsed by Barrow, passed through 
deponent’s bankeis. On the 5th April, 1872, an execution 
was put into his house for £48 3s. 1d., debt and costs, 
though on the 6th December, 1871, he had sent Barrow a 
cheque for £45 tur the debt and the costs then incurred, and 
this cheque also passed through deponent’s bankers with the 
endorsement of Mr. Burrow. 

Lord Cotenrince said that although, technically speaking, 
the relation of master and servant did not exist between Mr. 
Scears and Mr. Barrow, and therefore the latter could not 
be indicted on a charge of embezzlement, yet the case was 
exactly of the same character as formed the subject-matter 
of indictments for embezzlement in our criminal courts. 
The attorney made two specific applications for two specific 
sums to be applied to specific purposes, and misappropriated 
the money by putting it into his own pocket, Whatever 
the state of the law of England might be, this was in truth 
stealing, and exposing his client to the extreme annoyance 
of a writ and of having an execation put into his house for 
a debt which, so far as he was concerned, he had already 
paid. Those circumstances made this avery grave matter, 
a matter utterly discreditable to the attorney, and incon- 
sistent with the trust and confidence which the Court and 
the public onght to be ableto place inthe character of such 
persons. Mere suspension of a person for an offence of 
this kind would not be an adequate punishment for the 
offence, and in this case justice could not be met by any 
sentence short of striking this person off the rolls. 

In two other cases rules which had been granted 
were enlarged. 








The death is announced of Mr. William Nugent Smith, 
who was British Judge of the Mixed Commission Court at 
Sierra Leone for the suppression of the slave trade. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp MontacuE Karte WELBY, barrister-at-law, 
has been appointed Stipendiary Magistrate for Sheffield, in 
the room of Mr. J. E. Davis. The salary is £1,000 a year. 
Mr. Welby is the son of Sir. Glynne Earle Welby Gregory, 
of Denton House, Lincolnshire, and was called to the bar at 
ee Inn in 1863. Heisa member of the Midland 

‘ircuit, 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


April 24.—Cattle Disease (Ireland).—This Bill was read 
a tbird time and passed. 

Middlesex Ses:ims Bill—This Bill was read a third time 
and passed. 


April 27.—Public Worship Regulation Bill.—The Arche- 
bishop of Canrersory, at thesuzg<stion of the Lord Chan-- 
cellor, and on au appeal from the Duke of Marlborough, 
postponed the second reading for a few days. 

Railway Accidents.—Earl De La Waer moved an address 
praying for the appointment of a Royal Commission to 
inquire into the working and general management of rail- 
ways, and to report upon the causes of accidents, the best. 
means for their prevention, and whether further legislation 
was necessary.—'l he Duke of Ricumonp saidthat when the 
present Government came into office the subject of rail- 
way accidents was one of the first things they took into 
consideration. They did not, however, see their way at the 
present moment to legislation ; but he should be prepared 
to accept the motion before the House if the proposal were 
limited to an inquiry into the causes of accidents on rail-. 
ways, and the possibility of removing such causes by fur- 
ther legislation.—After some debate the motion, as thus 
amended, was agreed to. 

Land Transfer Bills.—The Real Property Limitation. 
Bill, the Land Titles and Transfer Biil, and the Real Pro- 
perty Vendors and Purchasers Bill, passed through com. 
mittee pro formd, with a view to re-committal. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


April 24.—Probate and Administration.—Mr. Grecorr 
called attention to the expense, inconvenience, and delay 
occasioned by the necessity of obtaining separate probates 
of wills or letters of administration for England, Ireland, 
and Scotland in the case of persons dying possessed of personal 
estate in more than one of those countries respectively 


; under the existing system, which rendered it necessary to 


verify the same property by affidavits in many instances 
twice, and in some three times. He moved, ‘‘ That, in the 
opinion of this House, it is desirable that one probate or ad- 
ministration should confer a title to all personal estate 
within the United Kingdom.””—Mr. Goupney concurred in 
the hon. gentleman’s contention that there ought to be one 
probate or administration for the three kingdoms.—Mr. 
Harpy said he should bring the subject to the attention of 
the Attorney-General.—The motion was withdrawn. 

The Married Women's Property Act (1870) Amendment.— 
This Bill was ordered to bo referred to a select committee. 

The Law Courts.—On the vote to complete the sum of 
£80,000 for the New Law Courts, Sir G. Bowyer complained 
of the delay in their construction and the consequent loss, 
in the shape of interest paid, to the country, as one of the 
most remarkable instances of mismanagement that had oc- 
curred in the national history. The designs for the building 
were all too ecclesiastical in their character. He trusted 
that the present Government would distinguish themselves 
by adopting some economical plan which would give us a 
business-like, simple, and noble structure, instead of the plan 
which he feared was to be followed.—Lord H. Lennox 
agreed that great loss had already accrued to the nation and 
the Treasury by the delay which had occurred, and that being 
80, he did not see how matters would be mended by holding 
the matter still further in abeyance and breaking a contract 
which had already been signed.—The vote was then agreed to, 


April 27.—Licensing Act Amendment.—Mr. Cross moved 
for leave to bring in a Bill to amend the laws relating to the. 
sale of intoxicating liquors. He.gave statistics showing an 
increase in the consumption of spirits, a decrease in the num 
of beerhouses, and a decrease in the number of licences forfeited, 
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showing, as he thought, an improvement in the character of 
public-houses and beerhouses, ‘The result of the figures was 
that the houses where intoxicating liquors are sold are now 
fewer in number than in 1869, that they are better.conducted, 
and that the increased drinking was produced by the great 
rise ir. wages and the leisure at the command of the working 
classes. After discussing the various remedies which had 
been suggested he proceeded to detail the changes proposed by 
the Bill. It fixed, as the hours of closing of public-houses, 12.30 
a.m. for the metropolis, 11.30 p.m. for towns of over 10,000 
inhabitants, and 11 p.m. for the rest of the country. The 
‘night houses” ara to be closed at the same time. All ex- 
emptions are to be abolished. No change is to be made in the 
hour of closing beerhouses or of Sunday closing of public-houses. 
Any publican may take out an “Early Closing Licence,’ 
enabling him to close an hour earlier than the statutory hour, 
and to receive the same deduction from the cost of his licence as 
in case of the Sunday closing or six-day licences. The magis- 
trates are not to be bound for a first offence to endorse the 
licence or to inflict the minimum penalty of twenty shillings. 
The adulteration clauses of the Act are to be repealed, and the 
police powers of entry are to be restricted to the power of entry 
for the purpose of enforcing order. Places under “ occasional 
licences” are subjected to the same laws as other licensed 
Provisional licences are to be granted to persons 

contemplating the building of a public-house—After some 
conversation the Bill was read a first time. 

The Land Tax Commissioners Bill.—This Bill ‘was read 
@ second time. 

Offences Against the Person Bill.—On the motion of Mr. 
Cross this Bill was referred to a select committee. 

Municipal Elections,—Mr. Gour ey obtained leave to 
bring in a Bill to amend the law regulating municipal 
elections. 


April 28.—Jrish Railways.—Mr. BLENNERHASSETT moved, 
‘* That it is expedient that measures should be taken to ob- 
tain possession of the Irish railways and place them under 
Government management.”—-Mr. GoLpsMID moved as an 
amendment, “ That the purchase of the Irish railways by the 
State would be financially inexpedient, would unduly enlarge 
the patronage of the Government, and seriously increase the 
pressure of business in Parliament,”—Sir M. Bzacu, on be- 
half of the Government, said they could see no reason for 
treating railways differently in Ireland from those in the other 
parts of the United Kingdom. Ifthe Government purchased 
the Irish railways it must be at some ten or fifteen percent. 
beyond their market value. What ground was there for 
expecting an extension of business which would recoup the 
Government for its expenditure ?—After a long debate the 
resolution was negatived by 241 to 56; and Mr. GoLpsmrp’s 
amendment was curried by 235 to 59. 

Building Societies Bill. —This Bill was read a second time, 
and was ordered to be referred to a select committee. 

Game Birds (Ireland) Bill.—This Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 

Parliamentary Elections (Returning Officers) Bill.—Sir H. 
JaMES, in moving the second reading of this Bill, the provisions 
of which are stated in another column, said it was in the in- 
terest both of returning officers and candidates that the charges 
should be defined, both as to their natureandamount. He was 
willing that the Bill should be referred to a select committee, 
inasmuch as it would be unfair to legislate upon the fees of 
returning officers without giving them an opportunity of be- 
ing heard as to the reasonableness of their charges.—Mr. C. E. 
Lewis, while admitting the necessity for a Bill of this kind, 
said it would be impossible to put the present measure into a 

ractical shape without referring it to a select committee.—The 

ill was read a second time, and ordered to be referred to a 
select committes. 

Municipal Privileges (Ireland) Bill—The order for 
going into committee on this Bill was discharged, and the 
Bill was referred to a select commitee. 





Either the last elections for the House of Commons of 
Canada were conducted, says the Canada Law Journal, in 
Ontario, in a most grossly corrupt manner, or else there is a 
wild striving after purity on the part of the defeated candidates 
and their friends, hitherto unknown, for we find that, so far, 
out of eighty odd elections more than thirty are protested on 
the ground of bribery, corruption, and “ undue influence "— 
(whatever that may mean). 





OBITUARY. 


MR. BERTIE MARKLAND. 


We regret to announce the sudden death of Mr. Bertie 
Markland, solicitor, Leeds, which took place on Sunday after- 
noon at his residence at Harrogate. On Saturday night the 
deceased gentleman retired to rest apparently in his usual 
health. On Sunday mornidg he was seized with an apo- 
plectic fit. During the day there appeared to be little hope 
of his recovery, and he expired about half-past four o’clock 
in the afternoon—haif an hour before his son and relatives 
arrived from Leeds. Mr. Markland was the eldest son of 
Mr. Ralph Markland, a well-known Leeds Magistrate. He 
served his articles with Mr. Robert Barr, Clerk of the 
Borough Justices, and was admitted in 1840. At the time 
of his death he was senior partner in the firm of Markland 
and Davy, solicitors, Albion-street, Leeds. Although he 
never took any prominent part in political matters, Mr. 
Markland was a staunch Conservative, and acted as legal 
adviser to the Yorkshire Conservative Newspaper Company 
(Limited). He was of a genial aud kindly disposition, and 
his sudden death at the comparatively early age of fifty-six 
will be regretted by a large number of friends. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The following circular has been issued to members of the 
House of Commons :— 

*¢ Sir,—I am directed by the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society to forward you the print of a Bill (sot yet 
printed) which has been passed by the House of Lords, and 
sent to the House of Commons, for amending in some 
respects the law relating to attorneys and solicitors. 

*‘ The Bill, which was introduced into the House of Lords 
by Lord Chelmsford, at the request of the Council, has two 
objects, viz :— 

*© 1st. To enable an articled clerk, with the written con- 
sent of the solicitor with whom he is serving, aud with the 
sanction of a judge, to hold or undertake concurrently with 
his articles any office or employment which the judge may 
consider to be not inconsistent with the ordinary duties of 
an articled clerk. 

“2nd. To give to this society, as representing the public 
and that branch of the profession to which its members 
belong, a power to intervene in all matters in which mis- 
conduct on the part of attorneys and solicitors may be 
brought by third parties to the notice of the court, the ob- 
ject being to prevent improper compromises in cases where 
misconduct, such as affects the public interest, is involved. 

“Mr. Lopes has kindly taken charge of the Bill in 
the House of Commons, and the Council have desired me to 
express their hope that you will be able to support the Bill 
in its various stages. 

‘¢ The Bill stands for second reading on Tuesday, the 28th 
April instant,—I am, &c., 

“E, W. Wittiamson, SecrETARY.” 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The society held its usual weekly meeting at the Law 
Institution, on Tuesday evening last, when the following 
question was the subject of the debate, No. 538 Legal :— 
“Where an application for shares in a limited company has 
been sent by post, is the contract to take shares complete 
from the moment that the letter announcing the allot- 
ment is putinto the post, whether it reaches the allottee 
or not?” The question was decided in the negative by a 
majority of one. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday, the 
subject for the evening's debate being “‘ That the proposed 
Bill to incorporate the Inns of Court, and to establish a 
general school pf law in England, is worthy of support.” 
The motion was carried by a majority of two. 


BRISTOL ARTICLED CLERKS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Tuesday evening, 
March 81st, Henry Cooke, Esq., solicitor, in the chair, when 
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the following subject was discussed :—‘‘Is the present 
system of framing and passing Acts of Parliament bad ; 
and if so, can a better system be devised?’”’ Mr. Kimber 
opened in the affirmative and Mr. Norton opposed. The 
question was decided in the negative, by the casting vote 
of the chairman. 





HUDDERSFIELD LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Monday evening 
Jast. The question under discussion was, ‘‘Is a contract for 
sale of goods rescinded by the vendor, on the vendee’s insol- 
vency, resuming possession of them under his right of 
stoppage in transitu? (Bloxam v. Sanders, 4 B. & C. 949, 
1 Smith’s Lead. Cas. 432 ; Clay v. Harrison, 10 B. & C. 99; 
Wentworth v. Outhwaite, 10 M. & W. 451; Jenkyns v. 
Osborne, 8 Scott. N. R. 522 ; and Schotsmans v. L. and Y. 
Railway Company, 15 W. R. 537).” The majority of the 
members were in favour of the negative side of the question. 








NOTES ON SOME OF THE SPRING CIRCUITS. 


On the Home Circuit the amount of business was nearly 
of the average of Spring Circuits. In Hertford and Essex 
the business has for many years past been light, and 
it was so on this occasion. Kent was much lighter than 
usual, while Sussex was rather heavier. In Surrey the 
number of causes, 76, exactly reached the average of the 
6 preceding years, but the number of special jury causes 
(30) was rather in excess of the average. 

Perhaps the most noteworthy fact of the circuit was that 
Sussex produced 15 causes, of which 10 were special juries, 
and that in almost all, we believe in all, the parties had 
some connection with the county, even if the causes were not 
strictly speaking local causes. The Surrey causes, though 
quite as substantial on the average as usual, there being few 
undefended, were not of any great importance and did not in- 
clude any causes celebres. The criminal business also was light 
all round the circuit. This was especially the case in Kent, 
where there is usually a heavy calendar and also a 
substantial cause list. This spring there was neither. 

The Midland Circuit began at Warwick with a calendar of 
42 prisoners ard a cause list of 8 special jury and 5 common 
jury causes. At Derby there was a calendar of 47 prisoners, 
but only 30 distinct crimes. Both at Warwick and 
Derby at least half of the criminal gases were cases which 
were either triable at quarter sessions or which, though not 
in point of law} now so triable, might very well be made so 
At Nottingham the cause list was one of the heaviest 
ever remembered in that town. There were 16 causes 
entered, 13 of them for special juries. At Lincoln, on the 
other hand, the causes were very few. So also at Leeds the 
cause list was light, there being only 65 causes. At most of 
the places it will be observed that the majority of cases 
were special juries, but this was especially so at 
Leeds, where out of the total of 65 the very large number 
of 34 were special juries. ‘This seems rather to show that 
the provisions of the Acts which deprive the plaintiff of 
costs in cases which might have been tried in the county 
courts bave a good effect in preventing the time of the 
superior courtsjfrom being taken up in the trial of cases of a 
trumpery character. At Leeds the calendar was heavy, in- 
eluding out of 63 charges 35 for crimes involving violence. 

As to the Western Circuit we learn that at Winchester 
the business was small. There were only 37 prisoners in 
the calendar, and only 6 causes for trial, of which 2 
were withdrawn. At Dorchester there was but 1 cause. 
At Exeter the county calendar showed 33 prisoners, and 
the cause list 10 causes—6 of them epecial juries. The 
Bodmin and Taunton calendars were light. At the former 
place there were only 2 causes, and at the latter 4 causes. 
On the other hand at Devizes the namber of prisoners 
considerably exceeded the average. The remarks made 
above as to the nature of the criminal cases tried at some 
of the places on the Midland’Circuit apply to many of 
those tried at Devizes. At Bristol there was a calendar 
of 7 prisoners and a list of 20 causes, 

As to the Oxford Circuit there was a calendar at 
Reading of 17 prisoners, at Oxford of 15 prisoners, and 
at Worcester of 34 prisoners; but of these last charges 
21 related to the riots which occurred during the election. 
At Stafford there were 48 prisoners for trial, and the 





offences with which they were charged were of a 
grave character, including 5 cases of murder and 5 of 
manslaughter. The civil business here was rather light, 
there being 16 canses only. At Monmouth there were 7 
causes only, and the calendar included 15 prisoners. 





PROFESSIONAL OPINION ON THE LAND TRANS- 
. FER BILL, 
InTsRVIgEW OF THE Preston SOLICITORS WITH THE 
SorrcrrorR-GENERAL, 


Last Thursday but one a deputation of Preston solicitors 
took the opportanity of the Solicitor-General’s visit to his 
constituents to obtain an interview with him on the subject of 
the proposed Land Transfer Bill. They represented in the 
course of the interview how in many material points, in their 
opinion, the proposed Bill might be amended, if the Legislature 
resolved on consideration to pass the measure, The deputa- 
tion, however, pointed out that forall practical purposes the 
effect of the Bill would be far from cheapening conveyancing, 
or rendering it less dilatory, and would entail exactly the 
opposite effect in the great majority of conveyances, which, 
under the present system, particularly as regards buildings in 
towns, were effected with the utmost facility and at an 
exceedingly moderate cost ; whereas if the Land Transfer Bill 
were adopted, as regards small estates, buildings in towns, and 
mortgages, the expenses would be very materially increased, 
whilst the delay occasioned would be very considerable as 
compared with the present system. It was also pointed out 
that the proposed measure, if passed, would inflict great injury 
upon the banking interest throughout the kingdom and build- 
ing societies; and furthermore, would prevent all privacy 
where parties were in the habit of procuring loans from bankers 
by way of deposit, besides greatly increasing the cost. It was 
likewise surmised that taking the present estimated amount 
of conveyancing asa basis, no less than 400 barristers of ten 
years’ standing would be required as the official staff for the 
purpose of examining titles. 

The Solicitor-General, after hearing the representations 
made to him, said that the matter should have his best atten- 
tion. 





“A Country Solicitor,’’ writing to the Sun, says :— 

‘*T am the principal in an office of extensive con- 
veyancing practice ina manufacturing district. My staff 
consists of about twenty ; and there is one mémber of the 
present Cabinet to whom my character is known, for I 
have the honour to transact business for him. Having 
thus, under the shelter of my incognito, described myself, 
not from any motive of vanity, but for the purpose of 
satisfying your readers that I have some claim to be heard, 
I venture to offer a few practical remarks upon the proposed 
Land Titles and Transfer Bill. I assert, first, that the cost 
of small conveyances and leases will be largely increased by 
it, and next, that the advantages of the quick attention, 
which such transactions now receive, will be lost. I say 
nothing here of large conveyances, because extra expense 
and delay are less onerous, and because for one large, there 
are fifty small transactions, but the Legislature and the 
public should not forget that during the yearsin which 
registration has been voluntary, very, very few thought it 
worth while to register. A large town of 20,000 inhabitants 
has sprung up near me within the last few years, my own 
town having also increased in population at the rate of 
about a thousand a year, and consequently there has been 
a vast demand for houses. No difficulty has been 
experienced in obtaining plots of building land, either of 
freehold tenure or upon lease at ground rent for 1,000 em 
Some of the conveyances and leases are granted by large, 
some by small, landed proprietors, having all kinds of titles, 
which our local knowledge enables us to accept iu nineteen 
cases out of twenty without any examination of title what- 
ever, and in the course of twenty-six years’ “eyes during 
which I have had many thousand titles under my 
observation, I have never yet met with a case in which an 
owner has been deprived of his property by a flaw in his 
title. It seldom happens that the purchasers or lessees 
have to wait more than a week for their deetls. The houses 
are erected in the course of two or three months, then comes, 
perhaps, a mortgage to enable the purchaser or lessee to 
erect his one, two, three, or four houses, or a sale to 


some other person, and a mortgage by him to meet the 
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purchase-money. Each of these transactions is carried 
through in a week or ten days, a moderate charge is made, 
both solicitors and clients knowing what such business is 
worth, and there is mutual satisfaction. Now in future, 
what shall I have to do? I must tell my clients, the 
purchasers of a freehold however small, that registration is 
not required by the circumstances of the case ; but that the 
law virtually compels it. I must have a surveyor to 
prepare a plan, and verify it by affidavit. I must lodge 
it and a statement of title also verified cit required) on oath, 
in the register office. I must ignore all my own knowledge 
of the safety of the title. I must not rely upon my own 
and my client’s knowledge of the deaths of parties, and 
such like, but I must prove pata by certificate and 
affidavit. I must employ an agent so long as the registry 
isin London. I must wait my turn (and we know that 
the usual public office hours from 10 to 4 do not enable 
much business to be got apy until the examination of 
title is completed, and so on, during all which time my 
client, impatient to build, will be fretting and fuming and 
blaming me. In addition, I must tell my client that he 
must pay for advertising for claimants to pick holes in the 
title, and that he must wait three months until this process 
is completed. It is true that the proposed bill shortens 
conveyances, but why cannot the Legislature do this now, 
and fix a pee for the solicitors, as it has done in the 
proving of wills? Leases it cannot shorten, because each 
landlord and each locality require different covenants and 
provisions. Then again as to the registries. ~ If I can 
employ a staff of nearly twenty, cannot I almost employ one 
registry office myself, for I cannot suppose that the 
registrar and his clerks will take less trouble, or consume 
less time, than I do; and who is to pay for all these 
registrars, officers, maps, safes, and offices? Not the 
public, I suppose, and if the parties themselves have to do 
so, then I contend that they are to be saddled with an 
expense which will be enormous, and speaking from my 
experience, as I am justified in doing, totally unnecessary. 
The same requirements apply to leasehold property, if it 
has gone through one or two hands, and I fail to see what 
provision is made for the common ease of a large leasehold 
plot of land taken by one man, and subdivided amongst a 
number—say twenty, or even ten—sub-lessees. The 
original lessee may never register at all during his life, and 
if he does not, of what use will a registration of the sub- 
leases be, whilst the original lease is not upon the register ? 
It may, perhaps, be asked, what I propose? My answer 
is, don’t compel people to register; in other words, give 
up the idea of a register altogether. It is proved that no 
one will register voluntarily, and what is wanted is to 
simplify the present system as much as possible, and fix a 
scale of payment which shall be compulsory on the solicitor, 
reserving leave to his client to make a bargain with him if 
he likes to do so. Let not your readers suppose that these 
suggestions are made in any selfish spirit—registration will 
not diminish the solicitors’ or agents’ charges, for trouble 
and time must be paid for in all walks of life ; but let them 
give me credit for a sincere desire to do some good, and 
according to their power let them press a full inquiry upon 
the Government, either by referring the bill to a select 
committee, as Lord Romilly very properly, in my humble 
opinion, proposed, or in some other effectual way, for there 
is really no necessity for hurrying a bill of such vast 
importance through Parliament. I may add that I cordially 
approve of the two supplemental bills brought in by the 
Lord Chancellor, for whose character and abilities, as well 
as those of the late Lord Chancellor, I have, in common 
with my profession generally, the highest respect, and that 
my suggestions are meant to assist them in forming a 
correct judgment as to what is best for the whole country 
and population, and not for any particular class or locality.” 





LEGAL ITEMS. 

It is stated that the judges have fixed May 15th for ziving 
their opinions on the questions submitted to them by the House 
of Lords in the appeal case of Mordaunt v. Monereiffe. 

At the Welshpool County Court recently a tribute of esteem 
was paid to the memory of the late registrar, Mr. R. D. Harrison. 
Mr. E. M. Jones, solicitor, said that “ within the last week 
death had removed from amongst them a gentleman who 
for upwards of twenty years held the office of registrar of this 
court, and who for more than that period stood at the head 





of the profession in the county. Speaking on behalf of the 
professional gentlemen and myself—and I think I could 
venture to represent suitors in this court—we most deeply 
deplore this sad calamity.” The judge (Mr. Homersham Cox) 
added a feeling expression of regret. 

A paper on the Land Transfer Bills, by George Sweet, Esq.» 
will be read and discussed at a meeting of the Law Amend- 
ment Society, to be held on Monday evening next, the 4th inst., 
at their rooms in Adam-street, Adelphi. The chair willbe taken 
at eight o’clock. 

Colonel Evelyn Wood, V.C., C.B., one of the officers in the 
Ashantee Expedition, and a nephew of Lord Hatherley, has 
qualified himself for the law as a profession, and, having kept 
the accustomed terms, ha has been called to the bar, his 
object being “not to quit, but to advance himself in her 
Majesty’s service.” 

The Canada Law Journal tells a story of a certain judgein 
the western part of the province, who is said to have fined a 
barrister for contempt of court for objecting to his charge 
(or rather what he was pleased to call his charge). The fine 
was paid, and some time afterwards the learned judge, on 
thinking the matter over, gave the mulcted individual an 
order to get the money back. It is said that the bewildered 
barrister has ever since neglected his business in a vain en- 
deavour to ascertain whether he was in fact fined, and if so, 
why ; and further, why he paid the fine (if paid), and what 
authority the judge had to order its return, and why he so 
ordered, or how otherwise. 

In the Court of Queen’s Bench on Monday Mr. Tindal 
Atkinson applied on behalf of Mr. John Luke Haigh, a 
member of a firm of attorneys practising at Selby, for a rale 
cailing upon Mr. Thomas Smith, a magistrate of that place, 
to show cause why a criminal information should not be 
filed against him for libel contained in a letter addressed by 
Mr. Smith to the firm relating to the proceedings in the 
Hambleton Inclosure award, which'was a reply to a letter 
that gentleman had received from them. The letter con- 
tained several strong remarks, and charged Mr. Haigh with 
deliberate falsehood, and requested him to observe the 
rules of decency and truth. Mr. Haigh denied that there 
was the slightest truth in the statements made by Mr. 
Smith, and having regard to his position in Selby, where he 
had practised for so many years, he felt compelled to come 
to this court to vindicate his character. ‘The Lord Chief 
Justice : What is the publication of the letter? Mr. 
Atkinson : It was addressed to the firm, and opened and 
read by one of them. The Lord Chief Justice : If it had 
been published in any other way we should not bave had the 
slightest hesitation in granting the rule, but the partners 
who read the letter would not think the worse of their 
partner after having read it. Mr. Atkinson said that Mr. 
Haigh felt that he could not with propriety continue to 
practise before Mr. Smith, as he had in no way attempted 
to retract or apologise. Mr. Justice Blackburn: I doubt if 
we granted the rule that it would make the relations be- 
tween these gentlemen more comfortable. Mr. Atkinson : 
But it might prevent a repetition of such conduct. The 
Lord Chiet Justice: You are not without another remedy. 
The letter is merely addressed to the firm, and itis an 
abusive and very improper letter as to the conduct of one of 
the firm. The letter was not to go beyond the firm, and it is 
quite clear it has not affected the relations between them. 
You can proceed by action. The rule is refused. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The under-mentioned gentlemen were on Thursday 
called to the Bar :— 

Lincotn’s-1nn.—Charles Robert Alexander, B.A. Cam- 
bridge; Lewis Charles Sayles ; Thomas Haines Revington, 
B.A. Cambridge ; William Frank Jones (Exhibition, July, 
1871, C.L.E.), B.C.L. and M.A. Oxford; Charles Ernest 
Thynne, late of Christ Church, Oxford; Charles Woodd 
Fox, B.A. Oxford; Peter Quin Keegan, B.A. and LL.B, 
Queen’s University in Ireland; Isaac Spencer Cox, Uni- 
versity of London; James Henry Stronge, B.A. Oxford ; 
John Marshall, B.A. Oxford and M.A. Edinburgh ; Charles 
Edward Nesham, B.A. Cambridge; Sydney Edward 
Williams, Christ’s College, Cambridge; the Hon. Claud 
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Hamilton Vivian; and James Russell, M.A. and LL.B- 
Queen’s University in Ireland. 

Inner TempLe.—Alfred Henry Burton, M.A. Cam- 
bridge ; Arthar James Rickens Trendell, London ; William 
Erskine Foster, B.A. Oxford; John Gilbert Kotzé (holder 
of an exhibition awarded July, 1872), LL.B. London ; Adam 
Gordon Duff, B.A. Cambridge ; the Hon. John Augustus De 
Grey, B.A. Cambridge; Frederic William Sim, M.A. 
Oxford ; Anarda Mohan Bose, B.A. Cambridge; Frederic 
Charles Norton, B.A. Cambridge; Benjamin Gibbins, 
London; Ernest James Myers, M.A. Oxford; Andrew 
Noel Agnew, LL.B. Cambridge ; the Hon. Josceline George 
Herbert Amherst ; Julian Robinson, B.A. Oxford; Francis 
Macredie Bowen; Frederick Harold Kerans; Thomas 
Erskine Baylis; Clarence John Peile, B.A. Cambridge ; 
Walter John Grubbe, B.A. Oxford; Alexander Monro, 
B.A. Oxford; Augustus Abraham James Stewart ; George 
Harty Haigh; Ernest Edgar Montagu, B.A. Oxford ; 
Francis Robert Morrison ; Samuel Louis Graham Sandberg, 
B.A. Dublin; and Francis Wentworth Brewster, Cam- 
bridge. 

Mippte Tempte.—Henry Barr Tomkins, Trinity Hall 
Cambridge, LL.M.; Alexander Young, Christ Church 
Oxford, B.A.; the Hon. Frederick Charles Moncrieff, New 
College, Oxford; Andrew Henderson Leith Fraser, Uni- 
versity of Edinburgh, M.A. ; Colonel Henry Evelyn Wood, 
C.B., V.C.; Arthur Collard; Captain Thomas Jessop, 
Trinity College, Cambridge, M.A. ; Joseph Samnel Edge, 
Trinity College, Dublin, B.A.; Sydney Peel, Trinity 
College, Oxford, B.A.; Charles Frederick Gill; James 
Godfrey Pearson, Trinity College, Cambridge; Jobn Kirk- 
wood Leys, University of Glasgow, M.A.; and Clement 
William Govett. 

Gray’s-1nN.—Charles Lyttelton Chubb, B.A. Sydney 
Sussex College, Cambridge. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

Last Quotation, May 1, 1874, 
3 per Cent, Consols, 92f Annuities, April, ’85 9} 
Ditto for Account, May 5 25 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. iyon 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91% Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. par 
New 3 por Cent., 914 Ditto, £500, Do par 
Do. 34 perCent., Jun. "94 Nitto, 2190 & £200, par 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 | Bank of England stock’ 5 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. "73 Ct, (last half-year) 254 
Annuities, Jan, °80— Ditte for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
Ditto 5perCent.,July,’801(83 , Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 102 
Ditto for Account,— Ditto Debentures, per Cent,, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct,’681013 April,’64— 
Ditto, litto,Vartificates, — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug.’73 1009 
Ditto fn faced Ppr.,4 per Cent.96 | Do. Bonds, 4por Ct., £1000 
{nd. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Janu.’74 | Mitte, ditto,under 1005 


RAILWAY STOCK. 










































| Railways. \Paid.|Closing Price 

Stock! Bristol and Exeter ......ssssscoccsssesesceerseeeee-s| 100 121 
Stock! Caledonian .. we srbiitie 100 953 
Stock; Giasgow and South-Western ...... | 100 103 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .......000+ vvvven| 100 464 
Stock’ Great Northern 100 138 
PONG TG. Be TROON 65. ccsvnroscesectcssscteoressscsncosei} BOO 155 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 109 
Stock Great Western—Original ° | 100 123 
Stock| Lancashire and Yorkshire ...... 100 144 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Co | 100 81 
Steck London, Chatham, and Dover... | 100 24 
Stock London and North-Western .,.. see) 100 1474 
Stock London and Soath Western..........00+ ves} 100 lit 
Stock Manchester, Siieffield, and Lincoln ...... 100 7 
Stock Metropolitan ....cocsccsssorserersessereseses 100 65} 
Stxk Do., District . eee 100 234 
Stock | Midland... cscarsoooce recess crocsersevorseccsessocssoseree| $00 1274 
Stock North British 100 625 
Stock! NOrth Eastern......cccccccessseeerseee cssevsccsccceces’ 100 165 
Stock North London ; 100 113 
Stock North staffordshire ......... covecocesseoose soeeee vee, 100 63 
Stock South Devon 100 64 
Stock South-Eastern ............serserecseeseeseeeee-ereeesee} 100 112 








* A receives no dividend uo stil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Money MARKerT anv City InTeLuta Enc’. 


The fall of the proportion of reserve to liabilities from 
4194 last week to 31°57 this week has been followed by 





the raising of the rate of discount from 34 per cent., at 
which it has stood since 15th January last, to 4 per cent, 
Railway stocks have again been dull, but some little im- 
provement occurred on Wednesday and Thursday. The 
foreign market was very active and prices advanced during 
the early part of the week, butwas ratber quieteron Thurs. 
day. Consols on Thursday 92} to j for delivery, and 93 
to 4for the June account. 

The twenty-eight annnal general meeting of the London 
and Provincial Law Assurance Society was held on 
Wednesday. The report, which was adopted, stated that the 
new assurances effected during the year amounted to 
£221,770, yielding in premiums £7,120. The available funds, 
after providing for all accrued liabilities, amount to £663,248, 
returning an average rate of interest of £4 18s. 9d. per cent. 








BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
Gates—On April 16, at 48, Belgrave-road, S.W., the wife of 
P. C. Gates, Esq., Q.C., of a son. > 
SavarE—On April 28, at 5, Athenswum-terrace, Plymouth, the 
wife of Elliot Square, solicitor, of a son. 
DEATHS, 
CALLISTER—On April 9, at Keswick, John Bridson Callister, 
Usq., of Ballavarvane, Isle of Man, barrister-at-law. aged 33. 
Hoipico—On April 24, at Sleaford, Lincolnshire, Georgiana, 
the wife of William Hungerford Holdich, solicitor. __ 
MaRKLAND—On April 26, at Harrogate, Bertie Markland, Esy., 
solicitor, aged 56 years. 
Soars—On April 26, at 40, Waterloo-street, Birmingham, 
Benjamin Soars, solicitor, aged 53. 








LONDON GAZETTES, 


—_— 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companier. 
Tvespay, April 21, 1874. 
UNLIMITED 1N CHANCERY. 

Association of Promoters of the Leamington and Warwick Tramwiys. 
—Petition for winding up, presented April 17, directed to he heard 
before V.C. Malins, on May 1. Fallows and Whitehead, Lancaster 
place, Strand. 

Wetherby Gas Light Company.—V.C. Malins, has, by an order dated 
April 1, appointed John Routh, Royal Insurance buildings, Leeds, to 
be offic al liquidator. 

T.iMITev IN CHANCERY. 

Cardigan Iron, Steel, and Wire Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, preseuted April 18, directed to be heard before the M.R. 
on May 2. Doyle and Edwards, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn, soliciiors for 
the petitioners. 

Tahiti Cotton and Coffee Plantation Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented April '4, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins, on Friday, May |. ‘ilkin aud Co, St Swithin’s lane, solici- 
tors for the pe:itioners. 

Fripay, April 24, 1874, 
UNuimoiTep ty CHANCERY. 

Metropolitan Street Tramways Company.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins, dated April 18, it was ordered that the above company ba 
wound up. Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Pimlico, Peckham, and Greenwich Street Tramways Company.—By 
an order made by V.C. Malins, dated April 15, it was ordered that 
the above company be wound up. Askurst aud Co, Old Jewry, soli- 
citors for the petitioners. 

Lrurrep In CHancery, 


Cardiff and Merthyr Guirdian Newspaper and Printing Company, 
Limited.—By an order made by V.C, Halli, dated April 17, it was 
ordered thit the above gompany be wound up. Wrentmore, Chancery 
lane, agent for Waldron, Cardiff, solicitor for the petitioner, 

Centra! Queensland Meat Preserving Company, Limited.-- Petition for 
wirding up, presented April 21, directed to be heard before theM.R., 
on May 2. Flower and Nussey,Great Winchester st buildings, soli- 

citors for the petitioner, 

Mostyn Copp:r Cumpany, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Saturday, 
May 2, at12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
liquidator. 

Traders’ (North Staffordshire) Carrying Company, Limited.— Petition 
for winding up, presented April 24, directed to be he«rd before the 
M.R., on May 2. Worthington and Co, Coleman st, agents for 
Bishop, Shelton, S:oke-upon-Trent, solicitor for the petitioners, 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Andwick Consols Tin Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented April 18, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden, 
at the Law Institution, Chancery Jane,on Monday, May 4, at Il. 
Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the 
petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or vefore 
April 30, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to the 
petitioners, their solicitors, or their agent. Carlvon and Paull, 
Truro, solicitors for the pet tioners. Gregory and Co, Bedford row, 
agents. ' 

Boscaswell Downs Tin and Copper Mines Association, Limited.—By an 
order mada by the Vice Warden, dated April 20, it was ordered that 
the above company be wound up. Paul, Truro, agent for Rogers and 


Son, Helston, solicitors tor the petitioner. 
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Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tourspay, April 21, 1874. 
Darran, Thomas, King st, Hammersmith, Wine Merchant, May 20. 
nrran v Durran, V.C. Bacon. Jones, Chancery lane 

Gunter, John, Cole hill, Falham, Gent, May 18. Clarence vy Thomas, 

V.C. Malins, Robinson, Jermyn st 
Wadman, Peter, Leeds, Flour Dealer. May 16, Gatecliffe y Ward 

M.R,. Ditton, Ironmonger lane 


Fatpay, April 24, 1874. 
Armstrong, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Engine Fitter. May 25 
Armstrong v Armstrong, M.R. Cockcroft, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Cooper, Thomas Buck, Kingston-on-Thames, Grocer. May 26. Cooper 
v Coorer.M.R. Fladgate, Craven st, Strand 
Forbes, William Nash Rooke Wateon, Ampthill omar, Esq. May 30. 
Maxwell v Whitaker, V.C. Malins. Whitaker, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Fuller, Hugh Pitter, Abbey rd, St Johu’s Wood, Surgeon. May 25. 
Fuller v Fuller, V.C. Malins. Norris, Acton st, Gray's inn rd 
Richards. Thomas, Lever st, 3t. Lukes. May 31. Tagwell v Miller, 
V.C, Hall. Arkcoll and Jones, Tooley st 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tusspay, April 21, 1874. 

Allen, Williom Parke, Eaton, Norwich, Gent. June 12. Whites and 
Co, Wymondham 

—:. Willlam, Sheffield, Common Brewer. May 21. Webster, 
Sheffield 

Budgen, John, Ball’s Pond rd, Captain in the R, N. Junel0. Loxley 
and Morley, Cheapside 

Chafy. William Westwocd, Ongar, Essex, Esy. June 1. Carrin and 
Williams, Lincoln's-inn-fields 

Chaplman, Louisa, Exmouth, Devon. July 1. Curteis, Stonehouse 

Digby, Charles Wriothesley, Wareham, Dorset, Esq. July 15. Routh and 
Stacey, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Everest, Rev Robert, Ascot, Berks. May 17, Tompson and Co, Stone 
buildings, Lincoln’s inn 

Fellows. John, Beeston Field, Nottingham, Banker. July 1. Enfield 
ard Dowson 

French, Henry John, Belgrave rd, Pimlico, Lientenant-General, June 
17. Carlisle and Ordell, New square, Lincoln's inn 

Fownes, Henry George, Redcliffe rd, West Brompton, Barrister-at-Law. 
June 20. Carew, Lioco!n’s-inn-fields 

Ga!lwey, Louisa Payne, Belgrave st. June 7. Troilope and Winckworth, 
Abingdon et, Westminster . 

Gillham, Charles, Liverpool, Hat Manufacturer. May 20, Richardson. 
and Co, Liverpool 

Greenwood, Thomas, Pendleton, Manchester, Cotton Manafacturer. 
May 30. Sutcliffe, Hebden Brid ze 

Griffiths, Henry Spiller, Liverpool, Ladies Outfitter. May 30. Gardner 
and § nith, Liverpool 

Gustard, Ralph, West Heddon, Northumberland, Farmer. May 17. 
Al'an «nd Davies, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Harris, Hon and Rev Charles Amyand Bishop. July 1. O’Brien, 
Cordough, Coatehiil Ireland 

Herron, Maria, Beckenham, Kent. June 24. Cowdell and Co, Budge 
row 

Hollyer, Anna, Penzance, Cornwall. May I1. Rodd and Coraish, 
Penzance 

Legge, Th»mas, Liverpool, May 20. Richardson and Co, Cook st, 
Liverpoo 

Rowson, Christopher, Liverpool, Watch Tool Manufacturer. May 20. 
Richardson and Co, Cook st, Liverpool 

Rudge, James, Old Stratford, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. June 20. 
Lane, 8 ratford-upon- Avon 

Samuel, Henry S»lomon, Liverpool, Merchant. May 13. Anderson 
and Co, Liverpool 

Stirliny, Edward, Mont au Pretre, Jersey, Esq. June 1, Flower and 
Nussey, Great Winchester st buildings 

Oreck. — Beefurd, York, Gent. Juae 10. Foster and Co, Great 

vifflel 

Stuart, John Richardson, Vancouver’s Island, Captain. July 1. 
Curteis, East S:onehouse 

Stuart, Paulina Elizsbeth, Vancouver's Island. July 1. Curteis, East 
Stonehouse 

Whitehead, William, Nottingham, Gent. Junel, Towle and Gilbert, 
Nottingham 

Wigham, Elizabeth, B'ackhill, Durham. June 1. Keentiside and Co, 
Newcastie-1 pon-Tyne 

Woolston, William, Lower Sloane st, Chelsea. May 31. 
Fieet st 

Deeds Registerea under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fripay, April 24, 1874, 

Smith, 7 a Robert, New York, United States, Feb 24. Comp. Reg 

April 16 


Harling 


Bankrupts. 
Toespay, April 21, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender ia London, 
Lane, Charles Leveson, Pall Mali, Club Proprietor. 
Chauntler. May 4 at 2 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Cheatie, Thomas, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Farmer, Pet April 15 
Hubbersty. Burton-upon-Trent, May 4 at 11 

Cowie, Alexander Samuel Watson, Manchester, Merchant, Pet April 

Liver- 


Pet April 17. 


16. Kay. Manchester, April 30 at 9.30 
Charles, Liverpoo!, Tailor, Pet Aprill7. Watson, 


ay4at2 
Irving, Join, Blickburo, Lancaster, Draper. Pet April 16. Bolton. 
Blackburn, May 8 ati! 
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Mapp, Thomas Charles, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer, Pet April 16. 
Langley. Cardiff, May 5 at Oh . alee 
McPherson, William, Liverpool, Confectioner, Pet April 18. Watson. 
Liverpool, May 5 at 2 
Pool, James, Plymouth, Devon, Currier. Pet April 16. Edmonds. 
- East a a April 30 at 11 
‘owers. ‘orquay, Devon, Lodging House Keeper. Pet A’ 
16. Daw. Ween, fee tare . weanditarinoen: 
Ferpar, April 24, 1874, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Hammond, Edmund, Cunningham ploce, St John’s rd, Builder. Pet 
April 20. Brongham. May 8 at li 
Stanford, Asa Phillip, Great Winchester st buildings. Pet Feb 17. 
Hazlitt. May 6 at ll 
' To Surrender in the Country. 
Angus, Arthur, Hanley, Stafford, Travelling Draper. Pet April 2 
Challinor. Hanley, May 5at 11 < 
Bates, William, Brightlingsea, Essex, Oyster Merchant. Pet April 16. 
Barnes. Co! . May 13 at 12 
Begley, James, Burslem, Stafford, Provision Dealer. Pet April 22. 
Challinor. Hanley, May 5 at 11 
Jones, Maurice, Liverpool, Grocer. Pet April 21. 
May 7 at 2 
Lintott, John, Sutton, Surrey, Commercial Clerk. Pat April 22. Row- 
land. Croydon, May 5 at 2 
Wilcockson, William Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Pet April 
22. Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, May 6 at 12 
BANKRUPTCY ANNUOLLED. 
Tusspar, April 21, 1874. 
Northal!l, John, and Stephen Smart, Netherton, Worcester, Gas Tube 


Manafacturers. April 16 

Smith, Samuel, jan, Upton Snodsbury, Worcester, Gent. April 15 

Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
¥ripar, April 24, 1874. 

Althaus, Bernhard. Brooklyn rd, Shepherd’s Bash, Music Master. 
May |1 at 2 at offices of Soames, New inn, Strand 

Arnold, George Moss Brock. Chipnenham rd, St Peter’s, Paddington, 
Tutor. May 11 at 1 at office of Roberts, Piccadilly 

Arnott, William. Birmingham, Journeyman Bellows Maker. May 7 
at 10.30 at cffices of Green, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Ashton, Ralph, Handforth, Cheshire, Merchant’s Clerk. May 7 at 4 at 
offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Audas, Arthur, Thaxted, Essex, Grocer. May 12 at 2 at offices of 
Walters and Gush, Finsbury circus 

Avery, William. I'fracombe, Devon, Carpenter. May 9at 2 at the King’s 
Arms Hotel, Barnstap! Fox, Iifi b 

Baldwin, Frederick, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. May 6 
at 12 at offices of Scargill, King st, Luton. Cordwetl, Serjeant’s inn, 
Chancery lane 

Bartlett. Job, Little Guildford st, Bedstead Mannufacturer. May 6 at 
8 at offices of Wood and Hare, Basinghall s¢ 

Baynes, Joan, Manch * ission Agent. May 1! at 2.30 at 
offices of Tattersall and Oo, Marsden st; Manchester. Worsley, 
Manchester 

Berkeley, William Rowland, Leominster, Hereford, Agent. May 6 at 2 
at the Swan Hotel, Tewkesbury. Andrews, Leominster 

Biggs, James Johnson, Accrington, Lancashire, Stationer, May 14 at 
3 at offices of Hall, Queen st, Accrington 

Boutell, Mary Ann, and Louisa Watts, Pitsea, Essex, Wheelwright. 
May | at 12 at 35, Lincoln’s inn fields. Wood and Son, Rochford 

Brentnall,* William, Nottingham, Pork Butcher. May 8 at 12 at offices 
of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Brierley, William, Latchford, Cheshire, Timber Valuer. May 7 at 3 at 
office of Tunstall, Masonio chambers, Sankey st, Warrington. 
Bretherton, Warrington 

Brown, William Ray, Forest hill, Kent, Brewer. May 7 at 2 at offices 
of Croysdill and Co, Old Jewry chambers. Kingsford and Dorman, 
Essex st, Strand 

Buckley, John,'Laton, Bedford, Tailor. May 9 at 10.30 at offices of 
Wetherfield, Gr-sham buildings, Guildhall. Neve, Laton 

Carter, Charles, Chryssell rd, Lambeth, Sewing Machine Agent. May 
15 st 3 at offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pund rd, Islington. Hicks, 
Annis rd, South Hackney 

Christie, Elizabeth, Liverpool, Oil Dealer. May 8 at 2 at offices of 
Sheen and Broadhurst, North John st, Liverpool. Lawrence and 
Dixon, Liverpool 

Cowlishaw, James, Nottingham, Draper. May 8 at 12 at offices of 
Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 

Cruickshank, John, and George Arthur Ring, Billiter st, Ship Brokere, 
May 18 at 12 at offices of Waddell and Co, Mansion House chambers, 
Queen Victoria st. Green and Co, St Peters alley, Cornhill 

Davison, Benjamin, and Samuel Davison, Calverley, York, Cloth 
Manofacturers, May 12 at 3 at offices of Fawcett and Malcolm, Park 
row, Leeds 

Dax, Edward Thomas, Charlwood st, Pimlieo, Clerk. May 6at 3 at 
the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Sweeting, Southampton st, 
Holborn 

Dentry, George, King st, Hammersmith, Fruiterer. May 20 at 2 at 
the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham et. Nash and Field, Suffolk 
lane, Cannon st 

Dewey, William, Portsmouth, Hampshire, Oilman, May 13 at 2 at 
offices of Lancton, Walbrook House, Walbrook 

Dodson, John, Swavesey, Cambridge, Harness Maker. May 8 at 12 at 
the Fountain Hotel, Huntingdon. Watts, St Ives 

Downes, Hugh, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Travelling Draper. May 13 
at 12 at offices of Gatis, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Flinda’!, Charles Thomas, Surbiton Hill, Kingston-on-Thames, Oilman. 
May 4 at 3 at office of Best, New bridge st, Ludgate hill 

Foster, John, Rawtonstall, cashire, Contractor, May 11 at 3 at 
the Royal Hotel, Newchurch-in-Rossendale. Hargreaves and 
Knowles, Newchurch-in-R aad 


Hime. Liverpool, 
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Grout, John Ashwell, Groombridge, Sussex, Farmer. May 6 at 11 at 
the Junction Hotel, Groombridge. Palmer, Tunbridge 

Hailstone, Alfred, Durrington, Wilts, Shoemaker. May 6 at 3 at 28, 
Endless st, Salisbury. Hil! 

Hall, Matthews and Richard Jose, Manchester, Merchants. May 12 
at 11 at offices of Hulton and Lister, Brazennose, Manchester 

Hartwell, John Brodrick, Winchester st, Pimlico, Gent. May 5 at 4 at 
offices of Carter, Old Jewry chambers 

Hatch, Elizabeth, Bristol, Boot Maker. May 1 at 2 at offices of Collins, 
jun, Broad st, Bristol. Beckingham, Bristol 

Haward, Charles Stephen, Ipswich, Suffolk, Grocer. May 20 at 12 at 
offices of Pollard, Lawrence st, Ipswich 

Hawes, Mary Ann, and Susannah Hawes, Kingston-upon-Hull, 
—* May 7 at il at 8, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

ray 

Haywood, William Henry, Walsall, Stafford, Tobacconist. May 6 at 
3 at offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Herbert, William, Crickhowell, Brecon, Grocer. May I2at 11 at 
offices of Jones, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 

Hide, James, Culworth st, Regent’s Park, Indvalid’s Attendant. May 14 
at 3 at offices of Cooper, Charing cross 

Hine, George, jun, Dorking, Surrey, Farmer. May 8 at 12 at the 
White Horse Hotel, Dorking. Shearman, Little Tower st. 

Hooper, Henry, Great Torrington, Devon, Draper. May 8 at 12 at 
offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

Hull, James Wood, Leinster terrace, Lancaster gate, Béyewater, Draper, 
May 5 at 3 at offices of Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Inch, Richard, Crediton, Devon, Builder. May 8 atl at the Queen’s 
Hote!, Queen st., Exeter. Searle, Crediton 

Jacobs, John, Hackney rd, Bedding Manufacturer. May 7 at3 at 
offices of Cooper, Charing cross 

Jarman, Charles, Nantwich, Chester, Tanner. May 8 at 2 at offices of 
Lisle, Nantwich 

Jeffries, George Fish, Praed st, Paddington, Grocer. May 8 atl at 
offices of Roberts, Piccadilly 

Jones, Elizabeth, and Martha Jones, Cardigan, Drapers. May 8 atl 
at the Townhall, Carmarthen 

Kaufmann, Adolph, Kingston-upon-Huli, Clothier. May 5 at 12 at 
offices of Jacobs, County buildings, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Knigtt, Edward Martin, Manchester, Draper. May 11 at 3 at offices of 
Heath and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Longbones, Whittaker, Kingston-upon-Hull, Innkeeper. May 4 at 3 
at offices of Chambers, Scaie lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Mack, William Christmas, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Organ Builder, 
May 8 at 11 at offices of Wiltshire, Hall plain, Great Yarmouth 

Marshall, John, jun, Middlesborough, York, no occupation. May 6 at3 
at offices of Addenbrooke, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Martin, Henry, Southampton, Tailor. May 7 at | at offices of Nicholls 
and Leatherdale, Old Jewry chambers. Swayne, Southampton 

Mathews, Edward William, Railway Arches, Hawley rd, Kentish Town, 
Builder. May 1! at 12 atthe Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. 
Peacock and Goddard, South square, Gray’s inn 

Mellersh, Alfred, Neath, Glamorgan, Officer of Inland Revenue. May 
14 at 12 at offices of Leyson, James st, Neath 

Melville, Samuel, Manchester, Fish Salesman. May 12 at 3 at offices 
of Duckworth, Brown st, Manchester 

Moore, Richard Henry, Mark lane, Wharfinger. May 12 at2 at the 
— Tavern, Gresham st. Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, 

ran 

Morris, Samuel, Willenhall, Stafford, Sausage Skin Maker. May 7 at 
2 at offices ot Ebsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 

Morris, Tnomas, Lydbury North, Salop, Grocer, May 13 at 12 at offices 
of Griffiths, Bishop’s Castle, Salop 

Mutch, Thomas, Greasby, Chester, Victualler. May 6 at 3 at offices of 
Mawson, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Anderson, Birkenhead 

Nichols, John, South Repps, Norfolk, Farmer. May6 at 12 at offices 
of Emerson and Sparrow, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Nixon, Alfred Millington, Birmingham, Hay Dealer. May 5 at 12 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Nodder, Richard Joseph, and John, Thorley Threlfali, Liverpool, Cement 
Manufacturers. Msy 7 at 12 at offices of Vine, Dale st, Liverpool. 
Ritson, Liverpool 

Oldham, John, Manchester, Coro Factor. May 8 at 3 at offices of Sale 
&Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Payne, John, and George Payne, New Catton, Norwich, Boot Manu- 
facturers. May 6 at 12at the County Court Oitice, Redwell st, Norwich. 
Atkinson, Norwich 

Peace, Seth, Hoober Wentworth, York, Coal Merchant, May 8 at 2at 
offices of Booth, John William st, Huddersfield 

Pybus, William, Wisbeach Cambridge, Watchmaker. May 6 at office 
of Foster, Bennett’s hill, 8irmingvam, in lieu of the place originally 


pam 

Robinson, William, Tarporley, Chester, Brewer. May 8 at 3 at the 
Royal Hotel, Crewe. Cooke, Middlewich 

Rowlands, Hugh Carnarvon, Contractor. 
Hotel, Bangor. Barber and Hughes, Bangor 

Rilzy, James, Liverpool, Fruit Salesman, May 11 at 3 at office of 
Nordon, Cvok st, Liverpool 

Scheibler Robert and Cari Matihaei, New Broad st, Merchants. April 
8 at 3 at office of Cooper and Co, Georgs st, Mansion House. 
Williams and Co, Mincing Jane 

Seed, Jon, Park Gate, near Wuitewell, York, Wheelwright. May 9 
at il atthe Dog Inn, Church st, Preston. Eastham, Clitheroe 

Shaw, Joe, Wakefield, York, Jeweller, May 7 at 3 at office of Burton 
and Moulding, Queen st, W akefield 

Sheadd, William Robert, Handcrof: rd, Croydon, Ironmonger, May 11 
at 3 at office of Lindus, Cheapside 

Shervey, Valentine, Pontymister, Monmouth, File Outter. May 5 at 2 
at office of Gibbs, Commercial st, Newport 

Silverston, Abraham, High Holborn, Jeweller. May 8 at 2 at office of 
Howse, Staple inn, Holborn, Morris, Leicester square 

Sims, George, ilmington, Warwick, Baker. May 6 at 11 at office of 
Mace, West st, Chipping, Norton 

Small, Rowland, Cranbrook, Kent, Builder. May 6 at 11 at the George 
Hotel, Stone st, Cranbrook, Langham, Hastings 

Smart, William Frederick, Asbridge, Somerset, Tallow Chandler. May 
r - 2 at the White Lion Hovel, Broad at, Bristol, Webster, Ax- 

ge 


May 5 at 1.30 at the British 








Smith John, Joseph Robertshaw, and Edward Derby, Keighley, York, 
Worsted Spinners. May 8at 2.30 at oiflzes of Wright aad Water. 
worth, Devonshire buildings, Keigalay, 

Smith, Thomas Bayly, Larkhall riso, Clapham, Builder. May 2 at 12 
at office of Harris, Duke st, Manchester square 
Solomon, Joseph, Bedford st, Commercial rd, Lailor. 

office of Cattlin, bpm yard 

Spilling, John, East Bergholt, Suffolk, Grocer. May 8 at 12 at office of 
Watts, Butter Market, Ipswich 

May 7 at 1 at 


Stipkins, Samuel, Dudley Port, Stafford, Ironmaster. 
6 Head Inn, Worcester st, Birmingham. Warmington, 


Miy 8 at 3 at 


the King’ 


May 8 at3 at 


May 9 at 10 at offices 


May 6 at 12 at offices 


May 12 at IL at officas 


Dudley 

Stobart, Joseph Newton, Gateshead, Durham, Provision Dealer, May 
5 at 12 at office of Robson. Towahall, Gateshead 

Thornton, Henry, Mirfield, York, Power Loom Tanor, May 8 at 3 at 
office of Chadwick and Sons, Church st, Dewsbury 

Trivitt, Richard, Creech St Michae!, Somerset, ‘teneral Doalar, May 7 
at 3 at office of Trenchard and Blake, Rogistry place, Taunton 

Vaughan, William, Welshpool, Montgomery, Innkeeper. May8 at 12 
at office of Harrison, Welskpool - 

Wainwright, John, Hanley, Stafford, Fruiterer. May 2 at 11 at the 
County Court Offices, Hanley. Shires, Leicester 

Walton, George, Newport, Monmouth, Draper. May 4 at 1 at offices 
of Gibbs, Commercial st, Newp prt 

Wells, Frederick, White Horse rd, Croydon, Grocer. 
33, Gutter lane, Cheapside. Vanderpump 

Wells, Samuel! Johnson, Tettenhell, Stafford, Ironmaster’s Clark. May 
Tat It at offices of S:irk, North st, Wolvsrhampton 

Wells, William Herbert, Brighton, Sussex, Leather Seller. May 9 at 
12 at 17, Great James st, Bedford row. Goodman, Brighton 

Williams, George Humphrey, Penygroes, Carnarvon, [ronmoager, May 
11 at 11 at offices of Jones and R >barts, High st, Carnarvon 

Wingrove, Richard Paul, Fenchurch st, Wine Merchant. Mav 8 at3 
at the London Tavern, Bishopsgate st Within. Tvrinder, Bishops- 
gate-street Within 

Woolard, Alfred John, Halstead, Essex, Baker. 
of Cardinall, Haistead 

Wrightson, John, Stokesley, York, Byot Maker. May 7 at 3 at offi: es 
of Hanton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Yates, Joseph, Weat Bromwich, Stafford, Horse Dealer. May 6at llat 
offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

TuxEspay, April 21, 1874. 

Adams, Henry, Ketley, Sind, Salop, Carpenter. 
of Marcy, Wellington 

Atkins, Thomas, Birmingham, Fishmonger. April 29 at 3 at office of 
Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Bagnall, James, Stoke-upon-l'rent, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. May 
5 at 10 at offices of Stevenson, Brook st, Stoke-upon-Trent 

Barber, Joseph, Liverpool, Pawnbroker. May 5 at 3 at offices of Goffey, 
Lord st, Liverpool 

Barrow, William, Sunderland, Durham, Joiner. May 8 at 11 at office 
of Pinkney, John st, Sunderland 

Bloch, Maurice Edward, Prince of Wales rd, Kentish Town, Commer- 
cial Clerk. May 8 at 3 at offices of Smith, Gresham house, Old Broad 
street 

Boreham, Josiah, and William Boreham, Maldon, Exs3x, Boot and 
Shoe Makers. May li at }.30 at the Spread Eagle Hotel, Witham, 
Digby and Co, Maldon 

Bovingdon, Henry, Strood, Kent, Corn Dealer. 
of Hayward, High st, Rochester 

Bradbury, Wil'iam, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, out of business. April 
80 at 10 at office of Stevenson, Brook st, Stoke-upon-Trent 

Britton, Joseph Abraham, Houndsditch, Fancy Warehous?nan. May 
12 at 2 at office of Brett and Co, Leadenhall st, Pass, Pancras lane 

Brown, Daniel, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer, Muay 1 at 4 at office of 
Gee, Fig Tree chambers, Sheftie'd 

Cake, Percival, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, outof business. May 7 
at lat the George and Railway Hotel, Temple gate, Bristol. Chap- 
man, Weston-super-M :re 

Carnall, Judith, Exeter, Baker. May 5 at Il at office of Fryer, Gandy 
st, Exeter 

Carr, George, Breid «t, Commission Agent. Aoril 30 at 12 at office of 
Lovering and Co, Gresham st. Pinukett, Gutter lane 

Clark. Charlee, Vining s*, Brixton, Cheesemonger, May 5 at 2 at offices 
ot Thwaites, Basinzhall st. Fulcher, Basinghall st 

Cobn, Gustave, Fieldgats st, Whitechapel, Rag Merchant. April 30 at 
2 at office of Barnet, New road st 

Collins, Thomas Wedze, Birmingham, Jeweller. May 5 at 3 at 
offices 0° Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Cornelius, George, High st, Beckenham, oot and Shoe Manuf -etucer, 
see 13 at 2 at offica of T'hwaites, Basinghall st, Fulcher, Basinz- 
hall st 

Crook, George, and Edwin Wall, Richmond mews West, Westbourne 
Park, Contractors. May 5 at 3 ut office of Whwaites, Basingaall st. 
Butcher 

Cross, Alfred, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Boot and Shoe Dealer. May 6 at 
12 at office of Story, Cross Hoase, Westgate rd, Newcastle up n-Tyne 

Dapp, Trayton, Hove, Sussex, Carp2nter. May 5 at 3 at offic: of Lamb, 
Ship st, Brighton 

Davis, John, Redditch, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. May 4 at 3 at 
the Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmincham. Walford 

Dobbing, Frederic Croutel, Savage gardens, Towerhill, Wholesale 
Grocer. May 4 at 2at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. 
Layton, Suffolk lane, Cannon st 

Dyron, George, Saddleworth, York, Quarryman. May2 at 2at the 
White Swan Inn, Huddersfield, Freeman, Huddersfield 

Fenner, David Adam, Drury lane, Baker, May 5 at 12 at office of 
Jenkins, Tavistock st 

Filmer, Alfred, New Brompton, Kent, Ooal Merchant. Muay I2at 3 at 
office of Lewis and Lewis, Kly place, Lolborn 

Finley, Francis James, Wigan, Lancashire. Tailor. May 2 at 11 at 
office of Leigh and Ellis, Arcade, King st, Wigan 

Forsdick, Benjamin, Banstead, Surry, Licensed, Victualler, May 6 
at 3 at the Spread Eagle Hotel, Epsom. Arnoll, Park lane, Croydon 

Frost, William, Birmingham, Bout and Shoe Manufacturer. May 4 at 

2 at office of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 


‘4 
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Furniss, Richard, Birstall, York, Greengrocer. May 4 at 10 at office 
of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Commercial st, Batley 

Germany, Elizabeth, Watford, Hertford, Dress and Mantle Maker. 
May 8 at 3 atthe Essex Arms Hotel, Watford. Annesley, St. Alban’s 

Harper, John, and Matthew Tildesle y, Willenhall, Stafford, M alleable 
Ironfounders. May 12 at 11 at offices of Underhil, Darlington st, 
Wolverhampton 

Hewitt, John Massey, Manchester, Tailor. 
Sale aud Co, Booth st. Manchester 

Hickman, James, Manchester, Joiner, May 13 at 11 at offices of Jones, 
Princess st, Manchester 

Horner, William, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Fisherman, May 1 at 3 at 
the Royal Hotel, Great Grimsby. Laverack 

Hutchins, Richard, Luton, Bedford, Manufacturer. May 11 at 1) at 
offices of Shepherd, Park st West, Luton, Haward, Luton 

Insall, Edwin, Tewkesbury, Gloucester. Boot Maufacturer. M 
11 at offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 

Jatn, John George,and William Ernest Mehl, Great Tower st, 
— ants. May 5 at 3at offices of Smith, Gresham house, Oid 

road st 

Jones, Thomas Evan, Vicar of Bettws Evan, Cardigan. May 8 at 11 at 
offices of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Lee, James, Manchester, Wine Retailer. May 13 at 3 at the Falstaff 
Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Whitlow, Manchester 

Mann, George, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. May 4 at3 at offices of 
Snowdon, East parade, Leeds 

is, Richard Watson, Hinxton, Cambridge, Corn Merchant. May 5 at 

11 at the Lion Hotel, Cambridge. Ellison and Burrows, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge 

Markham, Arthur Thomas Benjamin, Rathbone place, Oxford st, 
Watch Manufacturer. April 29 at 11 at offices of Willis, St Martin’s 
court, Leicester square 

Marsh, Samuel, West Bromwich, Stafford, Iron Merchant. May 4 at 
8 at offices of Duignam, Russel st, Wednesbury : 

McManus, Michael, Blackburn, Lancashire, Engineer. May 8 at 11 
at the Old Bull Hotel, Church st, Blackburn. Backhouse, Blackburn 

Mercer, Edward Smyth, Asylum rd, Peckham, Lieutenant Colonel. 
May 5 at 2 at offices of Caines, Essex st, Strand 

Menzies, Frederick, Birmingham, Tailor. May 4 at 3 at offices of 
Wood, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Metcalfe, John, Leeds, Upholsterer. May 1at3 at offices of Craven, 


East parade, Leeds 

Millossovich, Nicholas, Lime st, Merchant. May 6 at 3 at offices of 
Kearsey, Old Jewry 

Moorehouse, Willivm, aud Greenwood Naylor, Horbury, York, Worsted 
Spinners. May 4 at 1! atthe Foresters’ Room, Crown court, Wake- 
field. Wainwright, Wakefield 

Murdock, Henry Stanton, Hastings, Sussex, Pork Rutcher. 
12 at the Havelock Hotel, Hastings. Langham, Hastings 

Newman, Jobn, Parfield, Essex, Farmer. May6 at 11 at officesof 
Smoothy, New st, Braintree 

Newming, William Thomas, Camborne, Cornwall, Innkeeper. April 
29 at 3at the Reynolds’s Arms Inn, Centenary ,st, Comborne. 
Trevena, Redruth 

Paice, William, Reading, Berks, Corn Dealer. May 4 at 12 at offices of 
Beale, London st, Reading 

Parry, Thomas, Tyucha Llyn, Merioneth, Farmer. May 5 at 11 at 
the Owen Giyndwr Hotel.Corwen. Williams and Wynne, Denbigh 

Pearce, Thomas, Swinton, York, Baker, May 4 at 12 at offices of Fair- 
burn, Bank st, Sheffield 

Porter, Thomas, Leeds, Directory Publisher. May 7 at2 at offices of 
Pallan, Bank Chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Pountney, William Joseph, Bristol, Land Sarveyor. May 5 at 1 at 
offices of Handcock and Co, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol. Benson and 


Thomas, Bristol 

Pybus, William, Wisbeach, Cambridge, Watchmaker. May 6 at 2 
at offices of Ollard and Co, Union place crescent, Wisbeach 

Randerson, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. April 30 at 3 at 
offices of Laverack, Connty buildings, Land of Green Ginger, King- 
ston-upon-Hull 2 . 

Roberts, Thomas, Portwnadoc, Carnarvon, Civil Engineer. May 4 at 1 
at the Commercial Hotel, Portmadoc. Breese, Portmadoc 

Robinson, Richard, Hurworth Moor, Durham, Farmer, May 4at 11 at 
offices of Steavenson and Meek, Chancery lane, Darlington 

Rumbelow, Philip Henry, Tuddenham, Suffolk, Innkeeper, May 5 at 
1 at offices of Button, High st, Newmarket, St Mary 

Shuttleworth, Seth, Noah Shuttleworth, and Lot Shuttleworth, 
Keighley, York, Builders, May 5 at 2.30 at offiges of Wright and 
Waterworth, Devonshire buildings, Keighley 

Slaney, John, Brett’s buildings, Finsbury Market, Cabinet Maker. 
May 1) at 3 at offices of Thwaites, Basinghall st. Fulcher, Basing- 
hall st 

Smith, George, Liverpool, Draper. May 4 at3 at offices of Rogers, 
Lord st, Liverpool. Goffey, Liverpool 

Smith, William, Lakenham, Norwich, Carpenter. May 4 at 12 at 
offices of Emerson and Sparrow, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Snow, Henry Dodd, Mile End rd, Draper, May 8 at 3 at offices of 
Piesse and Son, Old Jewry chambers 

Southworth, John, Preston, Lancashire, Grocer. May 4 at 11 at offices 
of Cattley and wpe Lune st, Preston 

Stable, Margaret, Cleveland square, Hyde Park. May | at 4 at offices 
of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Stansfield, Mitchell, Hebden Bridge, York, Boot Maker. 
offices of Higgin, Todmorden 

Stephenson, James, Birmingham, Hosier. May 5 at 11 at offices of 
Biewitt, Ann st, Birmingham 

Stidolph, Mary, Bermondsey st, Southwark, Confectioner. May 4 at 2 
at the Five Bellis Tavern, Bermondsey square. Robinson, Gresham 
house. road st 


’ 
Summers, Frederick, Clevedon, Somerset, Tea Dealer, April 30 at 10.30 
at offices of Parsons, Nicholas st, Bristol. Smith, Weston-super-Mare 
Symington, Charles, High st, Camden Town, Stationer. May7 at 3 at 
offices of Nicholls and Leatherdale, Old Jewry chambers. Piesse and 
Taylor, Haven Heckesy 2d, W lien Dra; May 1 atl! at offices of 
A A ney rd, Woollen per. May 1 at li at offices 
Pobinson, asinghall st 


May 6 at 3 at offices of 


4 at 


May 5 at 


May 1 at 3 at 





Tennant, Mary Elizabeth, Northallerton, York, Milliner. May 5 at 12 
at offices of James, Lenda!l, York 

Waghorn, Jane, blue Town, Sheerness, Kent, Grocer. May 4 at 12 at 
the Law Institution, Chancery lane. Copland, Sheerness 

West, James, Wallingford, Berks, Grocer. May 2 at 3 at offices of 
Dodd, Friar st, Reading 

Whiston, Thomas, Gosport, Hants, Tailor. May 4 at2 at 145, Cheap- 
side. Walker, Landport 

White, John, Upper Chenies mews, Bedford square, Cab Driver. May 
7 at 12 at offices of Johnson, High st, Marylebone 

Williams, Ebenezer, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Grocer. April 30 at 1 at 
the Albion Hotel, Bangor. Barberand Haghes, Bangor 

Wilson, Henry, Reading, Berks, Grocer. May l at 12 at offices of Tidy 
and Co, Friar st. Reading 

Woller, Rosina, Birmingham, Clock Maker, May 4 at ll at officesof 
Biewitt, Ann st, Birmingham 

Woodthorpe, Alfred, Fetter lane, Refreshment house Keeper. April 30 
at 3 at offices of Cooper, Charing Cross 

Wren, James Charles, Balsall heath, Worchester, General Dealer. 
April 30 at 10.15 at offices of East, Colmore row, Birming ham, 
Green, Cannon st 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, whea 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
$o their means and the requirements of thecase. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts. 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particalars may 
bs obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 3 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Farms. 











Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE Gat MAKERS. 


By Special Appointment To Hea Magsestr, THe Lord CHANCELLOR, 
The Whole of the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSELS’ DITTO. 
CORPORATION ROBES. 

UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, &c. 


EstaBtisHep 1689. 
94, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 








SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LON 


Ne 


Every description of Printing. 
Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books Newspapers 
Circulars 
Posters 


Pamphlets 
Reports 
Rules Handbills, &c., &e. 


ARR’S, 2 6 5, STRAND.— 
Dinnars (from the joixt) vegetables, &c., ls. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s. and 2s. 6d. ‘“IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable s.comp aiment of light wine, both and 
cood, I know only of sav acuse, aad that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 
440 . 
oe ae Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms in 
London, Dinners (from the joint) , vegetables, &c., Is. Gd, 
MPROVED and ECONOMIC OOOKERY.—Use 
LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRAOT OF MEAT as“ stock” for beef - 
toa, soups, made dishes and sauces; gives fine Tavorr and great 
strength. Invariably adopted in houseasids when fairly tried. 
Castion,—Genuine only with Baron Liebig’s facsimile across label. 
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ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD’S 
Cacti forthcoming SALES at the MART, E.C., commencing at TWO 
° . ar oad 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 6. 
BARNET. 
A axes price £16,000, in One Lot, a valuable Freehold Estate, known 
as Green-hill Grove, comprising a Mansion, with beautiful yn 
uilding 


about 4) acres of park-like land, immediately available for 
operations; also Two well-built modern Residences, let at £180 per 


annum. 
Vendor’s solicitors, Messrs, Woodall & Woodall, Scarborough; and 
Messrs, Sharp & Ullithorne, 1, Field-court, Gray’s-inn, 


HAVERSTOCK-HILL, 

Two handsome and well-built Residences, being Nos. 127 and 129, 
Queen’s-crescent, held under separate leases, direct the freeholder, 
for terms of 74 years, at ground rents of £10 and £8 per annum, 
together of the rental value of £130 per annum. 

ae solicitor, James Crowdy, Esq., 17, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet- 


CLAPHAM-COMMON, 

By order 6f the Mo! ees. A valuable long Leasehold Property, 
comprising the very well-built detached residence, known as “ Fair 
View,” situate in Macaulay-road, with garden of about half an acre, 
held for an unexpired term of 97 years, at the low ground rent of £15 
per annum. 

Vendor's solicitor, Walter White, Esq., 1, Raymond-buildings, 


‘Gray’s inn. 
WEDNESDAY, May 13, 
A capital detached Fi i Rodina distinguish 
capital de ‘amily Residence, distinguished as “ Lynton 
House,” situate in Hampstead-lane. Held for a long tiene’ af a 


‘ground rent of £22 per annum, rental value £150 annum. 
Vendor’s solicitors, Messrs. Shepheard & Sons, 32, Finsbury-circus, 


E.C 
STEPNEY. 

Freehold House and Premises, No. 75, Salmon’s-lane; let at £20 16s. 
per annum. 

Vendor’s solicitor, J. H. Kays, Esq., 2, New-inn, Strand. 

STREATHAM-PARK. 

First-class long Leasehold Residence, known as “ Thrale House,’’ a 
short distance from three railway stations, standing in large garden 
grounds, and having adequate family accommodation. Held for a 
term of 89 years at a m@erate ground rent. 

Vendor’s solicitor, T. W. Nelson, Esq., 6, Laurence Pountney- lane, 


'E.C. 
WEDNESDAY, May 20. 
BELGRAVIA. 
stipset price £2,750, with £2,500 on mortgage, A valuable long 
Leasehold Property, comprising the commodious town house, No. 84, 
St. George's-square. Held for a long term at a moderate ground 





lott 





went. P on P of the purchase. 
Vendor's solicitors, Messrs. Clutton & Haines, 10, Serjeants’-inn, 
Fleet-street. 
WALTON-ON-THAMES. 
A charming Freehold Resid distinguished as “ Wykeham 





Lodge,”’ near Walton Station on the South Western Railway, placed in 
well-timbered grounds of over 12 acres, stabling and out-buildings, 
and adequate family accommodation. Possession on completion of the 


purchase. 
Vendor’s solicitor, Joha Rae, Esq., 9, Mincing-lane, E.C. 


CLAPHAM-COMMON and BALHAM-HILL. 

Valuable Freehold Estate, comprising aboat three acres of building 

land, and four Residences for occupation, respectively known as 
“Elm Lawn,” ‘Aston Lodge,” ‘‘No. 2, Balham-bill,”’ and 
«* Beaucleac Lodge,” also a beautiful Residential site, over one acre in- 
extent, on Clapham-common, admirably adapted for a first-class 
family residence, or for four smaller semi-detached houses. 

Vendor's solicitors, Meesrs. Russell, Son, & Sertt, 14, Old Jewry- 
chambers, E.C, 

REDHILL. 


Anexcellent Freehold Detached Residence, distinguished as Redcliffe, 


together with the comfortable Family Residence, standing in ¢ rounds of 
unusual beauty on the summit of the hill, near the picturesque ruins 
of Chingford Old Church, and about one mile from the newchurch, and 
near the Railway Station. 

Vendor's solicitors, Messrs. Ashurst, Morris, & Co., 6, Old Jewry, E.C, 


CHISWICK. 

An elegant semi-detached Villa Residence, situate in the high road, 
known as No. 2, Arlington-park Villas, only two minutes’ walk from 
Gunnersbury Station, on the London and North Western Railway, 
held for 96 years, at @ ground rent of £12, Possession on completion 
of the purchase. 

PR ni olicitors, Messrs. George Rutherford & Sons, 14, Grace- 


. E.C. 
HORNSEY. 

On the Ecclesiastical Commissioners’ Estate.—A convenient long 
leasehold Semi-detached Residence, being No. 17, Brownswood: park, 
Green-lanes, with garden, held for an unexpired term of 75 years, at 
soneee rent of £11 per annum. Possession on completion of the 
purchase. * 

Yendor’s. solicitor, R. R. Gregson, Esq., 8, Angel-court, Throng- 


morton-street. 
POTTER’S BAR. 

A Pair of substantial Semi-detached Residences, known as Nos. | and 
2, Bedford Villas, Baker-street, with gardens; also about 35 Acres of 
valuable Building Land, having frontages of over 3,000 feet to good 

, affording very eligible sites for residences, commanding fine 
views, and being ornamented with well-growa timber. 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE. 

Valuable Freehold Pleasure Farm, on the Cotteswold-hills, near 
Stroud, comprising about 170 acres of pasture, arable, and w A 
with convenient residence, suitable agricultural buildings and cottages, 
most desirable, from the attractions of its position, for occupation, or 
equally eligible »s a sound and remuneratiye landed investment. 

Vendor’s solicitors, Messrs. Waterhouse & Winterbotham, 61, Carey- 
os London, W.C., and Lindsay W. Winterbotham, Esq., solicitor, 

troud. 


WEDNESDAY, June 10. 
HERTFORDSGIRE. 

Only sixteen miles from town, and two miles from Potter's Bar 
Station, on the Great Northern Railway, the beautiful Freehold 
Residential and Sporting Estates of Nyn-park,of about 450 acres in 
extent, entirely within a ring fence, and encircled by high roada, 
without a public way or footpath of any kind, beutifully timbered, 
having a spacious and comfortable residence; also the ancient manor 
of Northaw, Nyn, aod Caffeley, and the Donative Advowson of Northaw. 

Vendor’s solicitors, Messrs Wood, Street, Hayter, 6, Raymond- 
buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C. 


CITY of LONDON. 

Valuable Freehold Estate, comprising a block of substantially erected 
premises, being Nos. 17, 18, 19, and 20, Long-lane, and No. 1, Haynes 
street, Smithfield, all let on leases, the whole producing a rental of 
£890 per annum. 

Vendor's solicitors, Messrs. Robinson, Son, & Edmonds, 18, 
Charterhouse-square, E.C. 

Particulars of tue above properties mav be obtained of the reapective 
Solicitors as above, and of Messrs. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD, 24, 
Gresham street, Bank, London, E.C._ 


VALUABLE CONTINGENT REVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST. 


ESSRS. VENTOM, BULL, & COOPER will 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Waiyr on 
TUESDAY, MAY 5, at TWELVE for ONE, the LIFE INTEREST of 
a gentleman, now aged 30, in an ANNUITY of £2,134 per annum, 
charged on valuable landed estates, producing about £10,000 per 
annum, receivable on his surviving his father and mother, aged ree 
spectively 64 and 59. ‘ 
Particulars may be had of 
ee APPLEYARD, Esq., solicitor, 1, New-square, Lincoln’s 
nn; 
at the Mart ; and of the Auctioneers, 8, Bucklersbury. 








situate in the Wodland-road, and having pleasure and kitchen gardens, 
with adequate family accomodation. Possession on completion of the 


purchase. 
Vendor’s solicitor, J. H. Lydall, Esq., 12, Southampton-buildi 
Chancery-lane, ig 


ACTON. 
Freehold House, situate in Park-road North, called the French and 
English Laundry, let to an old tenant, at a net rent of £38 per annum. 
Vendcr’s solicitor, John Rae, Esq., 9, Miocing-lane, E.C. 


WANDSWORTH-ROAD. 

Three excellent long Leasehold Houses, being Nos. 133, 13 5, and 137, 
Wandsworth-road, held foran unexpired term of about 40 years, at 
ground rents amounting to £24 per annum, and of the rental value of 
£112 per annum. 

Vendor's solicitor, Henry Mott, Eeq., 22, Bedford-row, W.C. 

WEDNESDAY, May 27. 
NORFOLK. 

The valuable Freehold Residential Estate, distinguished as 
“*Heathersett Hall,” near a station on the main line of railway, and 
within six miles of the city of Norwich, comprising about 27» acres 
of well-cultivated land, affording excellent shooting, being in close 
jn ype Ae the estates of Sir Francis Boileau, Bart. Possession can 

in the middle of next October. 

Vendor's solicitors, Messrs. Allen & Son, 17, Carlisle-street, Soho- 


square, Lendon. 
CHINGFORD, ESSEX. 

A rural and accessible district, with a well-regulated train service to 
the City, performing the journey to Liverpool-stret in 33 minutes.—A 
compact and very valuable Estate of about 80 acres of park-like land, 
bounded by high roads, intersected by numerous footpaths, lying 





exceedingly high, adorned with finely-grown timber, and presen 
Gelightfal sites for the erection of gen’ n’s residences ins wd 
bourhood w! with any in the vicinity of the me 


hich will vie 








RICHMOND HILL IN THE COUNTY OF SURREY, 


’ To trustees, building societies, insurance companies, and others.— 


Valuable long leasehold ground rents and building land, situate in 
the Queen’s-road and Cambrian-road, Richmond-hill, withia a few 
paces of the entrance to Richmond-park. 
R. CHANCELLOR has received instructions to 
{ SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C,, 
(instead of at the Greyhonnd Hotel, Rich d, as P viously 
advertised) on WEDNESDAY, MAY 20th, 1874, at TWO o’clock pre» 
cisely, in One Lot, the vaiuable long LEASEHOLD ESTATE situate in 
the Queen’s-road and Cambrian-road, Richmnd-hill, and com 
improved ground rents, amounting to £212 per annum, amply sec! 
upon 44 private residences, a valuable plot of building land containing 
about la. 3r. 28p., situate in the rear of the Queen’s-road and Cam- 
brian-road, available for the erection of villa residences, for which there is 
a great demand, together with a plot of building Jand having a fron 
of 55 feet to the Cambrian-road, The property is most desirably sit 
of the Queen’s road, Richmond-hill, and being so con- 
veniently p! near the park, the terrace, and St. Matthias’s Chareh, 
together with the easy distance from the railway stutions, from 
trains are in commanication with a!l parts of the world, cannot bat 
render the property most eligible for investments, while to trustees, 
building societies, and insurance companies, &c., it offords an Ope 
portuvity for obtaining amply secured ground rents seldom to be met 
with. The whole of tbe is held of the Vestry of Richmond for 
aterm of 99 years from 29th ber, 1852, at a ground rent of 
£126 per annum. ’ 
Printed particulars with plan and conditions of gale are being pre- 
pared, and ry! be had 10 days proir to the sale, of 
Messrs. RHOVES and , solicitors, 63, Chancery-lane, W.C. 
at the Mart; and of Mr. CHANCELLOR, Anctioneer, 
Surveyor, and Valuer, 1, ond, Surrey. 

















